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DEFENCE 
i 
An{wer to ewes and an Ap- 
pendix to them concerning it; 
3| Lately publithed by Mr. Jo Tombes. 7 
Wherein that Controverfie is fully > 
ancient and generally received 
ufé of itfrom the Apoftles dayes, untill the Anabaptifts. >; 
: fprung up in Germany ,manifetted. 
The Arguments for it from the holy Serip- 
tures maintained, and the again. 
By Steven Marfball B. D. Minifter of the Gofpell | 
Hoc ( vidtinfantium baptifma) Ecciefia femper habuit, femper ; line i> | 
| at majurags hde It, hoc ufque im hnem perfeveranrer 
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fully enrployed.) fhould undert gke this tashe, 


ay TO THE: 
of Divaies 
Commiffioners ot the 


oft 


_ Revered Si, 


deal with, the might bap- 
pily have expeSted 4 jvint en- 
deavonr, where there was common interes : 
That I therefore ( whilft you are 


defire may not bee imputed by you or omy toan 


over-weening conceipt of mine own abilities: 


for had it fallen to fome of your lots, Ifoeuld 


reaped more fruit, then it is like to.doe by 
poore and weake endeavours, Butmy\perfo- 
nall ingegement to affert that, truth of God 
whieh bad beld forti> in a Printed Sermon, 


bave hoped the Church of Chrifi might 


\/ 
. | 
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| Jude 


oO. 


which L 


The Bpiflle. .. 


argument ) was pleafed to fingle out tocombate 


with, ant to lay ont bis Rrength upon; bath 
called;me forth to frandup an. thiscontrover- 
mat as your affedtis- 
nate frien tothetruth, which-we are all cal- 
Led upon earneftly to contend for; in which 
as I cannot but feare that you will 
‘fly difcooermy weakneffe; fo cannot but 
hope that you will-not finde me either foiled 
by mine adverfary; or by God, whofe 
Mr.Jobn Good. that booke which hath | 


wins aniwer 
to Mr. Ed- 


werd: Garg, Buckler» wherewith that caute 


cauje'l plead. not to 


obtainéd to bee 
called in Print; T heitrongeft Shield “and 
was €Ver 


7633, prote&ed.;\ but in Salem’ God of old brake | 
word und hield, “and af be bath done — 


have defired carry and 


of hic, bath gotten him: 


and pen: what ever meafure my 


earned Antagoniit ( paffing by 


av 
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former writing met with from er 1 
endeavored to looke upon his with « neither 
bloodfhot nor Loftie eye paffion blinds the one, 
and pride makes the other oft.times overlook 
that truth wbich a lowly eye feeth clearly ata 
nearer diftance furel am, the wrath of man 
worketh not the righteoufueff of God, whilff James 20. 
the meeke hee will ‘guide im wlgement 
teach bis way.” ‘herein God bath ina 
bled me to doe, Evwillingly fubmit tothe Chur- 
ches cenfure, ‘and humbly prefent to you, ot. 
as any Way worthy of you, but onely asa: pub- 
lick teftimony of my reverence’ aud gratitnde- 

for all the refrefbings of {pirit,and that abun. 
the band of whilft Ihave had the hap- 
/pineffe tofst among you; for a yet more plenti- 


full effufton whereofup on ‘you,to,the happy fet- ty 


Your unworthy 
Lords 
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 ENEANT. BAPTISME: 
an efteem you 
nov one of my 
dediyou would have-no'reft in ‘your fpiris fa che | 


other emplaynients, becaufe {Lverily thought: you would 
have fate quietly down,preached Chrift,kept your Opinion 


to your felf, and not have any farther a (. efpeci 
ry. is time) td iucreafe the fhattie of our 
ions. 


But fince- you thirik it heceffary to deprive the Infants of - 
; a Beleevers, of that which wee-conceive to bee their glorious - 
‘iviledge ; yea, and looke. upon.all other endeavours of 
axekines ich will come-to'nothing , till 

- this opinion of:yours prevaile (fo dearely are you in love 
| with your:own Babe ) and ¢ome out into the field  bra- 
vingly; and gianc-like, totread down all who ffand againit 
your way: Jhave (with the Lords affiftance) tundertaken 


oliedge to make 
ary frther anfwer unto you. : Wherein! thall not (asyou 


| Infart-Bapti{me no late Innovation, 
| and intimated to me that you would ? keepe this Opinion 
| private to your félfe , provided cnely , that if any fhould 
, it; otherwife Mens preaching or printing abroad, 
no ‘provocation to you, (in hope whereof, my 
felf endeavoured to Help you ito thé place where now you 
a are, defiring she Church might not lofe the benefit of thofe 
— pifts whieh God hath beltowed upon you.) And 
ereupon I tooke no further thought of any prefent Exa- 
mination of your large Treatife, having my hands full of 
| your pompous: I reatifesand as farre a8 my impaired health 
| aad other fervies would permit indearoused to bring your 
| as much brevity and clearenefle 
as. 1 could pol Dhope-alfo, with fo much evidence. 
| | 
mpertinent Difcourtes, chereby cofwell up a volume, 
‘nov frame asmany fenies of an expreffion as is pofli- 
of miheown fexiingup; norfpend awhole theet of 
brs d ver{a- 


bur cleared ta be as Ancient as i pretended, 
_verfary, as the Reader thall clearly you have deale 
with me: but plainly grapple and infift onely 
upon what properly belongstothecaufeinhand. 
But frit give me leave to obferve your deftrudlive Artix 
fie. Tc is the Suctnians way to elude all Texts of Scripayre 
which are urged againft them, if they have been differently 
expounded by Learned and Godly men, ancient ormodern? 
to queftion all conclufions infer’d by co noe from 
Scripture: to deride the teftimonies of any of the Ancients, 
by difCovering the nakednefle,error,and averfight of t hofe 
Reverend men: and by making thenfelves merry by, ture 
ing the Orations, Epittles, or allufions of the Fathersinte 
Syllogilines and by inferting of &-go, now and then, to 
make all their Rhetoricall paffages feem ridiculous. I ap 
peal to the judicious Reader,whether this plot be not carri- 
ed through your Examen &Exercitation.Eipecially obferve 
your maine faculty co lye. in framing {pecious anfwers to 
Arguments brought to prove any thing. great Arges 
ment in- your Exercitation is; it J cas anfwer all Argusrenss 
for baptizing Infants, thenérc. Andthen you form the A» 
panne into feverall fhapes, and feck co elude them; and 
erein I confefle you are dextrous. Thereft of the Argu- 
ments wherein you dae a{lert,or goe directly to prove;alaffe 
how inconfequent are they, as will when they 
come to bee examined. The like courfe you take in your 
Examen, laying out abundance of in the anafceya 
fica part, waving and eluding the dint of an argument, 
by diftinctions and féverall fenfes, and finding four men of nite 
ty conftrue a Text othermeyes, and the like. So that the Reader 
may what you doe not like, but hemay ftay long enough 
ore 
which 


you bring fatisfying argumentsto fettle him in that 

you would basi you have ftartled him, in what 
you mwenld not have. But this kind of difputing never. edi- 
the Church : what one book was ever, written by any 
of our Divines, even sake ultification, or 
Faiths which fome learned and Papitt hathn ot. been 
vble to cloud andiflur in fach a way,of anlwering?.. Well, 


wever our Examen... 


f. 
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Reply ro the 


& fee no 


_ “and manners, unneceffary and vaine difputes, and almoft quite 


out leave from the Parliament. And if you pleafe now to take 
Retice of it, you will no longer wonder ‘why the Committee 


no late Tinevation, 


“And T begin with your Prologue, wherein you declare 
°¢ phe eccafton and end of this your writing, the fum whereof 


you make to bee this. Firft, you font (a you fay) ‘Nine 


Ar dramne up in Latine ta aCommittee appainted( as 
were informed to give fatisfattion about points of Pédo- 


& b aptifine ; afterward Three Arguments more, with a fupple- 


“ ment of (ome other thinzs in writing , which were delivered 
99 Mr, Tuckney,and by bim joyned to the.otber Papers ; your 
intent being either to give or receive fatisfattion in sbis 
“creat point; butto thi day (much contrary to your expetia- 
Fation ) ‘you bave bad no returne from the Committee. Se- 
“© condly, you are more provoked by fome paffages in a Sermon of Mr. 


_ “Nines. Thirdly, and by acomparifon in my Sermon, between 


“Flazaelscraelty to the Infants of the W{raelites, and the prin- 
ciples of the Anabaptilts. Fourthly, you finde mee too ve- 
“ bementin msintaining of this point , of which yew and otbers 

F ifibhy, yea Mr. Dan: Rogers” conféffes 
““bimfelfe unconvinced by demonftratien of for it. 
S¢ Sixtbly, that Mr. Ball cuts the finewes of the Argument 
“drawn from Circumcifion. Seventbly,that Mufculus at length 
“ Cor. 7.14. .impertinentto prove this. point. Eightb- 


t0 conclude, spon your beft fearch, you are confirmed that 


“i is an Innovation maintained by dangerous principles, 4 
“thing not to bee acquitted from Will-worfbip; that it bath 
secaftoned ‘many errors in Dottrine, ions in Difcipline 


“changed the Ordinance of Bsptifme, 

Thisisthefuayof your Introdu&ion; to which, bécaufe 

a pompous dumb fhew, I fhall'returne a very briefe 
wer. - 


for yotir Latine baifineffe ferit to. the Committee, 


i thought you had not ‘been ignorant, thatthé worke of 
Committees, is but to ne ow matter forthe Affenibly; but 
neither Committees nor Affeinbly have power to anfwer any 


ing,fent from any(except from the honorableHoufesywith- 


hath made no return to'your private Papers this 1 thinke 
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but cleared to be as Ancient as is pretended, 
is fafficient to remove your firft tumbling, block: onely — 
am further to tel! you from Cr. Tuckney, that hee defires 
be to get better evidence for what you relate concerning 
im; forthe truth is, he neither mediately nor immediate- 
ly received any Papers from you,nor joyned your 3 laft Ar- 
guiments to your 9 firft. - 
Secondly, your offence ata pallage in Mr, Vines his Ser- 
mon, .fhall bee confidered in the place where you againe 
repeate it, and aggravate ittotheutmolt, Part 2. 6. 
Thirdly,as to your exaggerating my allufion toHazaels 
ice. Lanfwer, I compared not their intentions with 
is, but the fruit of their principles ; cafting all beleevers 
Children as much out of the Covenant of Grace, as they 


do the Children of Turks and Pagans and therein you your 
felf joyn with them:Now whether fuch a comparifo might 
not be ufed ‘without any further Apologie, I leavetheun- 
prejudiced Reader to vadae. 

Fourthly, whether my proofs for this Doétrine are weak, 
uncertaine, far-fetch’t, thall God willing a to them, 
who wil impartially read and compare your book and mine 

ifthly, as for fugrelt from my Reverendand 
Learned Friend, Mr. Dan. Rogers, although enough might 


be taken out-of his words in that book, todeclare his own 
meaning; I rather chufe to fet it downe in the very: words 
which he wrote tome ina Letter, bearing datethe 29 of Fa- — 
nuary laft patt, in way of anfwer to a Letter which I wrote a | 
tohim; wherein I requefted of himto know, what in’ his 
name I fhould anfwerto this paflage of your book: his 
words :are thefe; If I were to anfwer that Anabsptift, I 
Soon'd anfwer bim filentio & contempan: for why not? 
fince in that very place of my S aor sments,part 1. 78,79. where 
I confute thofe Schifmaticks, be fnatcbes my words from their 
defence, Ady words are, I confeffe my felfe untonvitced by-ary 
demonftration of Scripture for Pedu- Baptifme, meantny, by any 
“pofisive Text; whadristhat to belpe bim? Except 1. sbompbt there 
were no orberiarguments te evince it: Now what I tbinke uf thar, 
my next words foew, pag. 77 I med 
xe 


defented 1 Cor. 7.14. p 


thems. In amord, is I fay , though I know mort, yet 
it peant 


Supper: The qusting of mine own Text 

6.1f Adr.Ball cut the finewes of the Argument from Cir- 
cumeifionto Baptifme, himfelf was very much miftaken in 
his owrie meaning andintentions, who iu the we 
place alledged by you,ules the fame Argument, & the 
parallel to lie ia the fame things which my Sermon doth: 
you might havedone well to have informed the Reader fo 
much, when you ufed his authority co overthrow that Ar- 
gument: his words ave thefe, Cirqumcifion 
*Sarehoth Sacraments of Divine ialticution , and fo they 
“© argree in the fubftance of the things fignified, the Perfons 
if the right proportion be gbferved: as 
Citgamciiien fealed the entrance intothe Covenant, the 
*€ righteoufnefle of Faith, and Circumcifion of the | 
foidoth Baptifme much. more. clearly ;. as; Abrabam and 
his eufhold, and the Infants of beleeving Jewes, were 
bee Circumcifed; fo the faithfull, their families, and 


| ence appl appointment 5 e f& 
in tile, according, to the will and good 


Seveuthly, I perceive you glory much that Wu/eslys hath 


proofe for bapti- 
zing of Enfants, and-yourepeat it at leait three or foure 
times in your hook: andl abfervethrough out your whole 
» Treatife, that when any Authourjoynes with you in. any 
you the utmott ; 


prove aconut of met to con- 


@ar With youlin:. your way. And therefore I. cannot but 
“Wonder thas you houkd fo much: flighs and 


of apofisive T exs no move exclude Infants, then the 
like reafow fhould difanul a Chriftian Sabbath, or Women-kind 
| 
“their iced areto be baptized. Circume)ilion was to bee | 
| 


but cleared to be as Ancient a prettnded, 
the Judgements of Fathers and Councells, Harmonies and 
or , changed Judgement 
Ses are. on good fhall be examined in due 
place: Inthe meane time I informe the Reader that in the 
fame place Mafculws acknowledges that, there are Argu- 
ments enough, and fufficiently {trong to prove ing of 
Infants, though this 1 Cor. 7. be left out... And it Afufenlus 
Onision fway in the one, I hope ic’s not to bed rejefted in 
Eightly, whether,Dignum suto tulit bie premiffor biatuswhe> 
ther your roaft be anfwerable to your great boaft; Whether 
your Arguments and Anfwers will make. good this high. 


charge that Pede-Baptifme is an Innovation, maintai- 
ned upon dangerous principles, &c. we proceed now toex- 


amc. . 


And wee thall. inquire qui concerning the Hiftoricall 


* Becaufe many of the Anabaptilts fhame not to 
the Ancients,e(pecially the Greek Church, rejected Enfane~ 
Baptifmefor niany hundred yeares :) Haidinthe beginning: 
on of itfor 1500 yearsand upward,and 


ion to 


youconfidently 


kedping of Rafter, 


sii tik 


hey 


Roe 
ni 


Innqvation  mhesher it bee not a ancient is pretems,Hiftorical pare, 
Vind@icati 

Antiquiy of 

Infant Baptifm, 


nart, W bether Pado-Daptijon ait wnow fanght, be Wut a lait Reply to the 

named a ehimonies out of the Greeke) and Lavine 

Fathers, in ‘littke morethen one page, to make: this 

hang in any degree upon imonies of CO of : 

upoh the evidence of the Word; 

on this you have beitowed two or -chree fhietts ‘book, 
andjas all, run on | 

ol 

aodet enw oft 


lit 
rt 


I). 


I forbear to beleeve you till you have made it good. 
> allédgéd fonte; and thalf now (God willing )alledge 
_. ‘more teftimonies to provethatin the Judgement of the An~' 
of Infants was received in ail 
‘from the veryApo 
thing for Epifco 


tiguity produided to. 
Church Bapeiine. The 


Ysfaut-Baptifme no Innevition, 

being rightly weighed, ‘they make rather agai 
th prefent Dottrine and prattice, 
bat therearemany evidences, which doe as frrongly prove, 
shat fromtbe beginning tt was not 0; and therefore os but an 
novation. Thefirttofthefe you fuppofe fo cleare to 
Scholars, that it is needlefle for you to bring any proofe; 
che other three you undertake to make good in your fitb- 
if Truly Sir, your undertaking is very high and confident, _ 


_and I fhall diligently weigh with what ftrength you perform 


it; ‘and theretore more fully inquire into the practice 
of ‘Antiquity.in this:point, then elf I fhould have judged 
convenient to-:doe. As for that which you tookefor gran- 
ted, That there are plaine ‘teltimonies for Epifcopacy, the 
Religious ule of the Crofle, &c. before any teftimonies can 
be produced for the baptizing of Infants, on mee that’ 


I have 


ages,and 
es,as a divine Inftitutionsl read no fach 
pacy:,. order from Presbytery; 
your felfé may reatlim De. Reynolds hisEpiftleto'Sir Francis 
Kaollthat inthe Jutlgement of Arnbrofe, Chryfoftome, An- 
puftine, Theadoret, Tbeoplylact, Occamenins Primafiys,Se- 
dulius , Gregertus, and-many ether, thar Bifhops and ‘Presby-' 
texsweré all oneby devine Inftitution, arid that Eeclefi afticall 
con made the difference: between them. *''Much -leffe 


doe §mong'therythat the Religions we of tie Crofle- 


dn allages};and:that.as a divite Inftitadon: 

If youican Make, itoutthat thefe thins were fo,< you will 

do. a veny acceptable fervibe:to. rhe ifty,8e Pri 

you hearty that iF 
r confidencdll¥ yorr 

the 


Fuftine Martyr. 
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Your 


The Greek Charch genes on | 


Your on put in againft this teftimony is. con- Jutine Maryr, 
you charge me with overlafbin Church vindicated. 
had been in po efi of oh Fp of baptizing Infants. 1500. 
yeares and upwards herein, is not: 
fo much as you would the world believe; 
though my teftimonies had pleaded for no higher. time. 
then 150 after Chrift : Neither have I overlafhed fo 
farre in this (as God willing hereafter appear ) 
as you have done more say, once. I faid the Chur 
was fo long in poleflion. of it; and if you: bee plear. 
fed to fubtrac& from 1645. I hope the remaining 
number will thew the t, aS appeares in 
_ the margent.If the Church was not all the while in poffeffi- . 
on of ity, it had been your Se have informed, sg 1645 
der.of, the ime,, ‘wherein the Churches quiet was 
commitenus with his aff 1495 
ted up to difturbe this pofleffion; but the claim of an unjuft 
intruder to juftle outthe true owner, will not the Ti- 
tle in any Court whereequity takes place, In pleading the, 
Churches pofleffion of this truth for fo long time,I 
gufine (though his judgement ou) affir- 
in his time,and et I read not of any : 
himfor ThéCburchCaith he) everBad 
it abey, recebued val ree the faith of sheir Hoc Ecclefie 
ftors,and this it wi ith perfeverance Reep unto t eend, If he 
before his time ever had, - 


their own 


dur 


then Ope RO OVE a ay baa pin 4 
1500 years podledled ot Ks, And tt WEE EO Ang, 


° wilco have "if they could have found¢hem 
sang tt they not not denyed this, 
Peleg Celifius (faich he) in which hee fet forth -at. 
Cat baytized for the remiffion 
to the of tbe Gofpell: 
| 


‘That Infanti were 


Inthe next place you tell me I know that booke from whence 


this te Rimony taken, was queftioned whether it was Fuftine 
_Markyrser no.’ Truly was not ignorantthereof; therefore 
Tif I did not confi-- 
averre that he was the Author of -it; yet you plain-' 
it a baftard Treatife, and never prove tabs whofefo-- 
take noticethat you anfwer‘nothing 
che tach OF the onely: 


ss 


the. 


have It; at 
hereafter and whe-- 

OF 


- 

a 


—— 
| 
| 
iz made jile of it to be: © witnefle to the mater of 
ait, that Infants were baptized iw that. age in which 
Hate them to prove the of the 
vindica- agehe It dit 
a the place you thegke rit’ 


~ 


the examination of the x 
4nd wrote in Gretke § shed 


tobe a reafon why we cannot be foceriainof bis meaning, a we 
foould be, if be 
wrote andmay not this Objection lie againft any Trantla- 
grout 
I cannot guefle why you adde this that bet 
Greeke , &c. unlefie it were to intimate to your Reader 
Icould not diftern whether hewereto be‘numbredin 
the Catalogue of Greek or Latine Fathers: “yet you know 
that mentioned him in the fir rank of thofe: 
Lights of the Charch, which wrott' inthe Greek 
to which afterwards § added two:other’: and when came 
to fpeake of any of the Latine Fathers 5" Cyprian was ithe 
eft in whomth did ocourte:: >Bat whecher tris 


_ for hjs age, you acknowledge with ‘the, shat hee lived 


em 
~4 r felfe your 


tach and fach lived, which cannot bee 
she Reader, when wee know 2: includes» 
years‘. neither can any mag warrantably rettraih ixto any 


oneyear alone wheitin fach'a man fidurithed, \asif he had 


Eproceedto What you fay of theteftinionly it telfe, 
isektant, Tren. 2.39. Ghrifiacvenit faiteare omnes, Orcs out 


ia abe fame Century with Fuft, Adaryr: the yearéin which he 


which} thinke can’ hardly wich 
be done: itisfafe tofay, about time, orth 


anc 
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Tbe Greek Chutch received Infant: Bapri fuse, 

Gheift hor his Apofles 

a now ‘birth, pofibly this was 
word: in hisown Writing. 
 Bourthly,:thatithe Latine aleers Irenews his minde, as 
learned "Rivet ‘Laltlyy that Irenews meant not 
Baptifue in place, you goe about vo. prove by his 
Scope therein: Thele.are which now wee 
begin withthe fick: chent, when: Irenens faith, 
Cbriftus venit [aly are omnes qu per rénafcunturyinfantes 
Fir gueftion the of 


whether Baptifme sis meant thereby; 
you sebetber this wes any otber then 


adde Rivéits cenfure of hin 
take not upon: meithe defence of F enardentius , let him 


igi many tings 2, yee that Man fays 
that he co Treneus his fenfe place: And 
he didinon, s manrifeftico mes becaule Baptifme. 


efitatd werer loquendi fotmas which a ine 
fandes Will make gdbd: Martyr {peaking of the 
mannenot adminiltrati tion of Baptifmne, fayes the 


is there Speaking of Baptifin 
game.of Regeneration; headds,T bey 
te Biond God Creator, af all of our Berd 
and Saviour Fefis Chriftandsheboly Gheft. Here 


arty Wastin thenam®: of: Father, . 
Gholt walked with water, 


é. 
Anfw. 
i 
j 
- 
. 
4 
pon, and Holy | 
Bapt Tezeneration ) 
“22 ff 
roe 


Speaking of Bapsifime fayes, Divine figes 
pray you 
the fame Cha 
addes further of it. 
orament of our. divine | 
tion in a figne ‘And in the beginning of that part's hee 
calls the F ont,or place in which Baptiime was ae 
ris she mother of our adoption. Ath De Sab, cy 
fayes, we are borne again by wafh- 
ing: and doth not Bafilcall it the re- Bafil. exhortati- 
of of the foule? Greg. Naxianz. Orut. -40.'. amonght 
other titles he puts on Baptifme, thisis 

Now I demand of you ,donot all thefe Authors 
ame ifme a new Birth, which you would faften | 


he Op. Hierarch,ca,2.' ray 


fterinm regener 
‘Whatfoever you fay of me, I hope by this time you will “7 
-notthink that Latine and Greeke Fathers : learned 
of Fenardentius his glofle to call Baptifme.a new birth: 
Secondly, you fay,awbere doth our Lord or the Apofiles, | P. 6, 


call Baptifme anew birth. I defireto know of you the mea~— 
ning of that place, Tit, 3. g- 1 thought the Apoftle there 
had called Bapeifine the of bbe 
birth, or Regeneration: and what that is-but Baptifme, 
Iknow not. To methe Apoftle feemes plainelyto parallel 


the wafhin and the renewing of the ho- 
Ghoft, as And the Analogie be- 

wafhing Baptifine, lint in that 
pratt of wafhing Infants from the pollutions of the 
- A: learned) Made, ’ 
eur own ia his Diatriba upon that placesthinkes: none; will 
that in chele wordsibe of Regeneration, the A- 
pottle is {peaking of Baptifme: ‘fare am; mof of the In- 
teepreters which I have feen upon that place, a 


‘The Greek Church received Infant Baptifme: ag 


but a new birth? they Dionyt Are- 


of Regeneration? de initia 


ichat he 
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“The Greck Church deceived 
B by the Ancients which before you feemed to 
7 It feems, now you dare not 


uiponthe ftrength of the word renaftwntur, becanfe 
you confefle it was ufed by the Ancients for Bap- 


time; therefore your conjecturehere is, That pofibly i it 
wat not the ed by fo Baptifine. in bis own wri~ 
ting. I (hall goe further then you (and yet not wrong the 
truth) and fay, undoubtedly, po 2 not the word 
— whedby Irenem in his owne writing, for he wrote in Greek, 
and therefore temay well be conceived he faid not renafcan 


apeprerrat: Butto that which you 
mm: you tay, potlib 
I anfwer, ible j ‘pep 
might ufe the Greek word, which is well tranflated 
ht not hee a Grecian, {peak 
baclie ph and {tile as other Grecians did? 
yea, thiathe did fpeake fo, is moft probable , becaufe that 
otherGreek Fathers afe the word ancw birth, 
in which Lalledgedic, 


Asfor the altering of Irenens hiemind by che Latin Trane 


fla.on,not having his works in his owe language, I dare 
Ireneus his words in - 


-not fay fo muchswhen you 
Grete, I hall che berrer be in of its in the 
of the having: made it 


time I 

in other Greek Fathers, 
you labour to prove, That it's not meant 
albeit chat bee. granted which you: fay was his {cope 
there) yet his words provethequettion in debate’ befare us. 
‘bat chat the (cope! of a fpeech 
Onething; and yet the ufed 
was notthe 
to 

whothen feemedto 
to theie former ftate? thar no doubt was the drift , yeti 


anfwer, I adde, 
Schooles, fortd isa, folvisur 
ic was not Jreneus his wo 

Trenaws 


for why 
of 
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fame proves the Refiirrection atthe laf day, if hee 
had not beleevedthat dead bones were to rife againe 
(faith the father ) how could hee by that Simile taken 
then: prove the Refurreftion of the Jewes? So 
may I fay here, let it be fu that Irenaeus his drift is, 
as you fay, to prove that Chriit was an Infant to fandtifie — 
Infants, yet hee fayes they were renewed when they were 
baptized. As for Erenews his} of Chrilts living 
upori the earth about §o. yeers, it was not all | 
me, therefore! leave it to you ‘to helpe Ireneus therein, 
becanfe you alledge it, Now I defirethe Reader to catt his 
eye back upon all that you have ‘faid about this teftimony, 
and fee whether you have t forth any thing to ob-. 
fcure the light that it gives to our queftion : all 
ed Baptifmeorno: which by the ufuall language of 
the Grecians I have made good againtt your exception, and 
fo I pafle from your examen of this Author and follow you” 


to the next. 

Inthe third come to fife or 

Ys ay, if it igens,yet Pado-bap~ 
Apoftolicall tradicion, and from thence 
you draw forth fomeconclufions. In all' which 
*¢°to manifeft your miftakings,and fo to difcover the 
© nefle of your premifes, that they fhallnotin any indiffe- 
rent man his judgement be able to draw'thefe concluftons 

you 

whether they are his or no: you call the 
Author of them fippofed Origen: It had been your part Be~ 
fore you had fo brandedthem, firftto have made i mani-’ 
evidence or other, that they wete 
not Origen:, youqueftion but prove not, and Iam noe’: 
the firft that hath produced thefe teftimonies to prove-In~ 


fant-Baptifme, 


have doncthe fameBeforeme, 
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‘The Greek Church received Infant-Baptifme, 

the Cenfures of twojudicious men, Era/mus and Perkins : 
former of them (who. was:vir emunZe naris in giving 
judgement of the writings of the Ancients) faith, hat when 
aman reads bie Plomilies on Leviticus, and on the Epifile to 
Romans, tranflsted by Raffinus, bee cannot be certaine whether 
be reads or Origen. Erafmus faith not that thefe 
Homilies fet forth under, his name were Ruffirtus his Homi- 
lies,and not Origens. If Ruffinuws had wronged Origen in 
that point now in queftion, why fhould not that have been 
laid in his difh by fome of.the Antients di on this 
queition, who.no doubt would have been ft enough 


prehudice, ice as well 
as other things which they objet againfthim? =. | 
Lothis you adde Reverend Perkins his teftimony, who 
puts bie comment ary en the Romans among ft bis counterfeit works, 
as being not faithfully tran flated by Ruffinws. It.may be Origen 


to havetaken notice of it to Rufinus his 


~ might fuffer by his Tranflators, for Tranflations are vari-. 


ithalfeinhalfe. sum ad dimidinm trexiffe, there was no addition 


-. Of paraphrafe,they 


ous; fome affect in their Tranflations to follow their Auttior 
wrt mde, to trace the very footiteps ofthe words théy tran- 
flate: other Tranflations are metaphrafticall, or at, | 
as theytranflate; thus 
menhayetheir feverall fancies, though they adhere. tothe 
Author which they tranflate,even when they keep notin all 
things to his words Hierom gives inftance in the Septua- 
gint Tranflators, whofe teltimony I need not name to 
Ra ffinus acknowledges, in tranflating Origens Homi- 
ae Leviticus, that hee added fome things to what Ori- 


faid, and whatthey were hee exprefles: es que ab Ori-~ 


gene in duditorio Ecclefia.ex tempore non tam explanationis quam 


fpoken by Origen to his auditory, hetran{lated them by way 
of explanation, or did more fully lay them forth in apo- 
way .and-therein. Rufinw: dealt. candidly, tel- 
us. 

acknowledges his faire dealing. ‘Bat. as for his Com- 
Remans, Ruffinus.confelleth fe. boc | 
new 5 Exafmue here blames ‘him for. cutting off what Origen 


mus, 


adificatienis intentione perorata funt; the things which were 


what were the things hee added; .in this Eraf- 
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TheGreek Charch received 17 
delivered more atlarge, but neither doth Raffinus confefle, 
nor Erafmue challenge him here for any addition to what 
_ Origen {aid : I fhall onely defire the Reader to take notice 
that none of the teltimoniesby me cited out of Origen, are 
denyed by Erafmus to be Origens : neither can they be con- 
ceived tobee any of the additions mentioned before by Ruf- 
finus : therefore your exception is not proved by &rafmes 
nor Perkins reftimony. 
Youadde, is the paffages which I cite, there are plaine expref~ 
fions in them againft Pelagians, which makes you thinke they 
were put in after fie was and - 
Auguftine;, though they make againit the Pelagians, yet 
who can neceflarily inferre, that all thefe Homilies in 
which thefepaflages occurre were written after the Pelagi 
an Herefie was broached? maintaines the Di- 
Vinitieof Jefus Chrift, yet we know hee livedlong before 
Arius the ring-leader of that curfed Sef which deniedit: 
any man concludethat Martyr did not beare wit- 
neffe to. the divine Nature of Chrift, e hee lived be- 
en you tell us Origen calls In izing 
call rradition, the obfervance of the Ch ch. This 
cavill I. prevented when I quoted the teflimony, which = 
feemes to have {ome weight in ic, for you grant. what I {aid 
about Traditions, which is warrancenoughto me.to adde 
no more to juftifie it ocherwife (befides the teltimony of 
whichT named in2 Thef-2. 15..:many other out 
ofAntiqnitie may be added,where Tradition is taken in that 
fenfe. Epipbaniu calls Baptifme and other myfteries ob- Epiph.in fine} ; 
fervedin the Church, which are brought forth: out. of the 
Gofpell and fetled’ by Apoftolique authority, 
where by the way you may fee. that hee the Bap- 
tifme,then. in ule in the Church, (and eventhen Lafants 
were Baptized’) on the Scriptures and authoritic: of. che 
other myfteries of the Chriftian; Re- 
ligion. Bue follow, you, Recam/c,fay you,, is. neither of 
places taken notte of by mee Origen:cites any Scrigeure. for 
baptizing Infants, therefore it mu under ftood of au unwrit~ 
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ten Tradition:had it appeared 


The Greck Church received Iafant-Baptifme, 
asa new notion not heard.of 
in the Church before, then had ie been fit he fhould have 
confirmed what he faid: butit being a pofition, which (as 
he fayesthe Church obferved) hee needed not to prove it. 
Ignatins prefles upon Hiero to attend to reading and exhor- 


tation,and cals thofe things Defaypiva, traditions,yet addes 


no Scripture to confirm what he fayes, becaufe they were 
things well known tothe Church to bee confonant to the 
Scripture. So Origen tells us Infant-Baptifaie was gene- 
rally obferved bythe Church; and had any appeared to 


againft thelawfulnelle of it, he would no doubt by 


ipture have mainitaitied it, as well as affirmed it,co come 
from the Apoftles, which ‘he did. 

Thefe are your premifes which now being anfwered,your 

conclafions infer’d from thence, of themfelves muft fall to 


theground: forif Infant-baptifme came from the Apo- 


‘Greg. erat. 40. 
an 
ane, Vindi- 


| 


ftles, and was generally obferved- in the Chiwch‘in Ori- 
gens time, then you have no reafonto challenge it a 4 thing 
not known before bir time, nor delivered over to the Church in 
bis time: albeit exprelt tt under the name of an Apofto- 
A thor alledged by me w 
Thefa uthor yy me was Gregory Na- 
which teftimony you have nothing to object: onely 
creas I added, bee Seemed afterwards to reftraine izing 
ta the'cafe of necefity: YOu ask of me, Doth be feeme 
onely ta refirain it to the cafe of neceffity? He gives(fay you bis 


reajon why they foonld be baptized, but withall declares bis epi- 


wionthat others fbould fay longer : but what of all this, 


baptized, 
sere were dangor of death? 


follows hence more 


rethen this, shatin bis dayes Infants. were 
though bis advice was, that they fhould defer it, unleffe 


_ Thefeare the Greek Authorsalledged by me, none of 
which are denyed by-iyou to teftifie the prattice of the 
Charch in this point in their feverall ages, onely yourex- 
eeptions have been all 6n the by, not againft. the teftimo- 


_ niesthemfelves, which yet (notwishftanding what you 
‘Raveanfwered) I doubtnot will by any judicious Readec 
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The Greek Church received Infant-Baptifine, 
bee allowed, for cleare the practice of Pedo- 
baptifme inthe Greek Church. 

_ After your examination of the former Teftimonies,you » | 
adde 3 Arguments to thew that Infant-Baptifme was | 
not known intheGreekChurch. | 

Firlt, ifithad been known among them; you: wonder’ why 
I finde nothing for it in Eufebius, Ignatim, Clemens Alexan- 
drinus, Athanafius, and Epiphaniws? To this I fay, they 
foake to the clearing of fuch queftions as were atoot in 

eir times:.had any queftion been {tarted when they wrote ——— 
about Pedo-baptilme, no doubt they would have cleared : 4 
it, as Cyprian did, and as it was done in the Councell of :_ 
Neocefarea. Itis enough to mee that noneof:the Authors | 
named by you {peake againft it ; can wee fay that the Faz — 
thers living before the Pelagians troubled the C hurch,de- . } 
nyed the traduction of originall fin, becaufe they {pake _ 
not clearly of it, before it was denyed by thole curfed He- 
retigues. Norisitany glory to you that your Error was 

potancient enough to be confuted by Exufebins, Ignatine, 

Clemens Alexandrinus, Athanafim,and'Epipbanius: yet whe~ 
ther. any of thefe named by you {pake for Infant-Baptifme, 
fhall now bee confidered. I finde even in feme of them 
which you have named;expreflions which doth induce mee 
to beleeve that they were farre from rejeCting of Pedo- 


[will notfearch into them all, for if any thing were 
brought out of Ignatius, you would tell mee that you did 
not know Ignatius when you {ce him, (as you have done 
with others named before) andI haveno time to hs 
You defire.to know what Clemens Alexandvinus faith? why, 
fare he had none but great Infantsto hisScholars; if you “~?""** 
Cwho pretend to be acquainted familiarly with the fecrets 
of antiquity) be peppniniad with him , you'll know what 
I meane Hedefired (as it is likely more Greeke Fathers 
who were converted from Paganifmedid) to fet forth Re- 
ligion in fuch.a way as might move other Pagans to come: 
and make confeflion. of the Chriftian faich, that fo they 


might be added tothe Church by in fuch away. 
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Athan. difta & 
interpretatio 
Script. qu. 94 
Atbanafiw gives 
reRimony 


_[nfanr-Baptifm. 


qu. ad Antiocb. 
114. 


Qahofe teftimony you miffe) is 
to 


thoteehat I {hall cite are queftioned. But I fhall then 


‘TheGreck Chairch received Infant-Baptifme 
a8 was proper to the baptizing of grown 


amen. Thenext 
aftus: you defire mee 
any thing out of him to prove the e Church 
id admit Infants to Baptifme; if that will make you-ceafe 
wondering, Pildoe it: what fay you to that paflage in 
Ashanafine? where hee is fhewing how weare buryed with 
Chrit in Baptifme, and the 
i. fing of it up again, doth figni- 

fiethe death of Chrift, and bis, refurrettion upon the third day: 
is not that teftimony plaine? In his Queftions 4d Antio~ 
ch. in the fecond quettion of that booke, it is defired to 
beknown, how fhall we know that he wastruly baptized, 
and received the holy Ghott,( és ivvim:@ wre dyiw Bartic- 


Yin be a Child? it feems then ixwas 


a cultome for Infants to receive Baptifme: )He fets down an 
anfwer to it,that is to be known( faith he)by the motions of 

the Spiricin his heart afterwards’, as a Woman knows fhe 
hath conceived,when fhe feels the child to ftir in her w 


omb; 
not becaufe his Parents fay fo. If that 


place doth not plainly, andin an Orthodoxall way beare 


Witnefle to Pedo-baptifine ; I know not what can doe 


I could out of the fame Bookeadde another teft J 
butyou will perhapstell me, the words next satan 
yo 
yet 


1+ The words that follow 


bee erroneous, a 


| -wrisgen by Athanafius. 2. The words which I fhall cite 
be the words of Athanafis, andthe words which fol- 


low, none of his, btitadded by fome other: 3. How doe 
you provetchat Tertullian, or Greg. Naxianzen wrote thofe 
words which youcite outof them. 4. You can ( more’ 
then once’) make this a'plea for your felfe (that your alle- 
prosfts takew' out vf’ Anriqwity' doe os ferodgly ‘prove the point 
in-band, a proofttare wfually takem fueb matters, 1 doubt: 
not bat alt ipparciall Regders will vonchfafe me the fame 
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graines ofallowance, ‘and then this teftimony 
of At 
Thefe words then which are fafe & found,grounded upon - 
the fame Scripture which I have nmuch infiftedon, areread 
in the works of Atbanafius: where the queftion is. about 
Infants dying, requiring arefolution that might clearly ‘fet 


forth, whether they goe to be punithed,or to the Kingdom? Ashen. 


_ Theanfwer is, Seeing the Lord faid , Suffer litle childvem to:tiech, qu, 114 
come unto me, for of fich wu the Kingdom of Feaven. And ; 
the Apoftle fayes, Now your children | 


ate bolys Cobfervethat Gofpel ground, ist 


beleevers Which 


Kingdome. This 


doth induce mee to beleeve that hee did: not reject Pado-: 


at is, the wajping THs ag 
is manifeft to every one, Se warts ters 4 
tifme ? which he woul 
called Circumcifion, if hee had_rejetted Intane- Baptitnes: 
and denyed that the children of beleevers are dope~ ate 
fully capable of Circumcifion made without hands's may 
lawtally partake of this great Circumcifion: and addesy roBaprifne. 
That this was notorioufly knowneto all;furely then none. : 
denyed it in: his time. 

ons, put to perfons when ibe geerete be. puctothe 
red by them? which think becaufe we muft conceise-chil- 
Wi | to an anfwer to them , fant-Baprifme, . 


> 


y pafle for currant. 


The GreckGhurch recesved Infant-Baptifine, 
thefame that I buildup 
nifeft that the Infants « 
are baptized, doe as unfpotted and faith- 
full enter into the ei affertion is owned by all 
the Reformed Churches. 
Epipbenins you lay, fayes notbing of it in 4 place,which you, | 
cite: and are you fure he fayesnothing any where elfe? , = 
admit he deth not, forme a Syllogifme, and fee how your 
will ran, &c, but I defireyou-at your leafure to. 
baptifme: where hee tells us, That Cicumecifion' bad its 


23- The Greek Church received Infant-Baptifine. 


Padag. 


mhaking good hereof you bring’ fo 


- 


you would'inferre they were not baptized: But I anfwer, 
when the Gofpel went’ firft abroad into the world, fuch as 
being’ of age were firft taught, werethen baptized, Ad. 2. 
4t. Ad, 8,13. After that timefuch as were taught 
are Gid'to be catechized : for wh the 
Catechifme leads men to faith, faith Clem. Alexandrinus. 
When fuch were prepared and made fit to be baptized, cer- 
tain queftions were propounded to them concerning their 
faith in Chrift, their refolution to forfake the Devil, &c. 
which are related by many of the Ancients: when thofe 
of agé afterwards brought their children to Baptifme,thefe 
tions were likewife pattothem (th of themfelves 
they were not able to make anfwer tothem) but how war- 
rantably I will not goe aboutto prove ; yet that they were 
uled at Infants Baptifine, as well as at'the baptifme of fuch 
as were of age it appeares by Balfamon im Can.6.-Gonc. Neo-. 
cafar, Aug. annarium, &c, Toall which queftions 
at Childrens Baptifme, firch as undertooke their education 
made'anfwer on their behalf. Therefore you cannot by thefe 
qabiche infer that Children were not baptized, feeing thefe 
ors certifie that queftions were put to them, and alfo, 
tellus 

‘Thirdly, you conceive becanfe many children borne of Cbri- 
ftian parents were not baptized when they were young, There 
fore it was not their euftome to:baptize Infants, For the ~ 
initances of Gonftaz- 
tine the Great, Greg. Nazianz« and Chryfoftome: 
| Before I {peak of thefeinftances, it will nor be imperti- 
defer'dtheit nent to fpeake fomewhat of the practice of fome among the 
deferring Baptifme ; here I finde that {ome 
their Infants,” SUcient their: qwne sBapitifme ma- 


Ba- 
td Greg. Nexienz, grat. 40\'in Lanti. 

and others, may be gathered 
che ground s:upon they: deter’d: Baptifme, Some- 
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4 ny times °(‘as well as their infants): but upon no good 
pround,as May appeare by many fharpe invettives ‘againft 

= 
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in; which Chritt was baptized; thought he never: attained to 
that defired place, for he dyed at Nicumedias:: Some againe U>/ prius. 
deferred Baptifme, untill they fhould have opportunity to 

be baptized Ss fome {peciall Bifhop of fome eminent place; 

thele Gry.Nazian. reproves at large. Some alfo put off their 

Baptifme upon another ground, they. conceived. it did 

wath away all fin; fothoughtOrig. Hom. 15, in Tbefo, Hom, Confef. 1. 
5-in Ex. Cypr. lib. 3. 44 Quirinum. & lib. 4.¢p.7, Whereup- 
upon it was acommon {peech,when they faw one to follow \ 
his. finfull courfes, fine illum, faciat quod vult, nondum 
bsptizatus eft: tothe fame purpofe Greg. Nyffenus in his ex- 
hortation to Baptifme, brings inthe very fame {peeches of 
them, who put off their Baptifme upon this ground; fay- 
ing, Sime, carne abutar, & turpi libidine fruar, in cand-o0~ 
luptatum volutabor, manus fanguine pollxens, aliena anferam, 
dslofe ambu!abo, pejer abo, mentiar: baptifinum tum. dem 


um 

feipiam, cum a-vitiis & iniquitatibus defiftam. Hee 
much moretothat aieen in that place, to which I refer 

the Reader: all which teltifies what they thought of . Bap- 
tifme, that it wafhed away all their fins, therefore they -de- 
fer’dit;. for they would have none abridged of theirfin- 

full delights untill they were baptized. ipbanius tells 
usthat A4zrcion gave order to have Baptilme thrice admi- 

afterthatin his judgement, hee might ptized e 

_ doing of is away: Againe, if after that Baptilae;hee had 
renewed his finne, hee was the fecond time to bee baptized; 
and fo the third time, if after the fecond hehad renewed his. 
finagain. Thisopinion of the efhicacy of Baptifme to doe. 

away finne, night induce them todefer it untill they were 
ready ta leave the world, baptifme. then /admini-~ 
ftred to them, in their opinion, all their finnes might bee. 
doneaway.. But Naz, :confutes fuch, telling {them of 


times 


—TheGreck Church received Infant-Baptifme. 23 
times they would doeit inimitation of Chrift,whowasnot 
baptized:till he wasaboutthirty yeares of age; they would Voi prius. 
put off their baptifme untill they came to the like age. Greg. 
Noaxianz, difputes again thefes Comftantine the Great put de vit. 
off his Bapti/me untill hee fhould cometo the River Fordan 


were fit for Baptifmme; feeing no time was free 
Sodid Greg. Nyffenus allo, They were alfo | 
 eror by.another, fome thought that ba 
~~ might live and noc fin, for they did finne p> 
¢ifme (Cin their conceit) there remained no repentance for 


the Greek Charch received 
m deaths 


them, mitfunderftanding that place of Heb. 6.4. which 
place alfo-was abufed by the Novatians, denying remifli- 
on of finsto Chriftians,fmning after baptifme. | 
thefe and the like grounds( but how juft- 
ly, I leave it to. you to judge) many put off their owne 
baptifnie. Neither doe I fee why that others alfo 


bethought (even upon no better grounds) to have 
red the baptifme-of their Infants; which yet doth no 


notthe ‘received 


wayes prejudice the commonly received , and conftantly 
pratticed.ordinance of Infanes-Baptifme , no more then 
the above-named practile maybee brought to prove that 
praftiteof the Churclt to baptize 
fuch as were conversed from Paganifme to Chriftianity, at 
their firft converfion. | 


¥ethere I eannoebut adde further, that fometimes it 


might fall out thatChriftians might not have the oppor- 
tunity of bringing their Children to Baptifne, becaufe 
they dwels among Infidels, or Paynims,where they could 


~ not: enjoy the benefit of che Word and Sacraments for 


thenifelves.or their children: therefore in fu ch they 


neceflicated to putoff che baptizing of their Ch 


Orat. 40, | 


that chough they would, 
Cof baptifine whercothe-is 


deen. fayes expreflely, that fome may be hin- 

devedfrom Baptilin by fome violence, or fome unexpected 

they couldnotenjoy the Grace 

if by fuch atcidents 
rom 


they themfelves might be hindered ifme, why 
ving 

their lot might fall out to live a~ 
fore ‘would not’ have their ‘by them : 


baptized” by them : 
therein as tar pions marr Mo, who re 
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The Greek Church received Infant-Baptifme. 
fufed to receive impofition of -hands from bloody Lacing Soxom. 4. 38. 
that Arian Bifhop. Neither would Antiochus bee ordained. 70d. 4. 14. 
by Fovinien, whoadhered fometimes tothe Arias: aflu- 
y, fuch as fcrupled to bee ordained officers in the 
Church by firch,may upon thelike grounds be thought ra- 


ther to chu(e to deter the baptizing of their children,then 
tochave them baptized by fuch. queitions were mo- 
ved in the Church about Baptifme adminiftred by fach as. 
were not found in theFaith ; which were agitated Fosgenp 
by Cyprian, and other Afrieans, that they held their Bap- 
tifme to be null; and therefore condemning their dipping, 
or wafhing, ordered that fuch fhould be baptized. — 
- Some other caufes might be found out, why men might 
defer both their owne, and their childrens Baptifme , 
which yet I will not juftifie;_ they might herein doe, as ho- 


ly Mofes, Exod. 4. deter’d the Circumcifing of his fon 19. 


yet Aojes well knew it was an Ordinance in Ifrael, that 
_every fon of eight dayes old fhould be circumcifed. Holy 
men in this might aliquid bumanum pati, \ will neither ex- 
cufe nor aggravate their faule: onely1 thought, good to 
generall of the cuftome of fome in 


-Icome to the inftances here gi en by you: the firft fis conftewines. 


Conftantine the Great, (though 
reported to have Leen a xealow Chriftian ) not baptized till 


fonne of Helena, who is Bap. no Argn- 
menrthatIn- . 
fants were nat 


bee was aged. You fhould have done well to have proved |)... baptized. 


her to have beenfuch, when Conftantine was borne, o- 
therwife what gaine you if {hee were converted afterwards? 
The true caufe why he received not Baptifme at his Infan- 
cy (foneare as I can gather it from the ftory of his life) 
wasthis : Conftantims his Father, albeit a man of afweer 
‘temper, anda Prince wonderfull tender of the welfareof 
all his Subjects; firft out of the mildneffe of his nature fa- 
voured Chriftians ; (feeing and obferving their unblame- 
able converfation and faithfuJnefle in all their empl 
iments: therefore he did not in an hoftile way 

their Religion, as others Emperors did : yea, at length he 
grew to a good efteem of it, towards the 


»* 
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“CAA OF his lifes id this time his fon Conftantine the Great 


lived In Dioclejian his'Couit, from whence (his lifebeing 
twice in danger } he firddenly efcaping, came to his father 
then fick, and prefently upon his death, hee was by the 
fluted mperour: Thefe things confidered, it is no 
matvaile if hee were not baptizedin his Infancy ; when, 
for Ought Tread, his Parents had not then embraced the 
ChiiftianReligion when he returned at his Fathers death, 
he was 36 yeares of age: and whether ever his Father 
was Baptized.* the ftory is filent. [Neither js Helena her 
dfieMion to Religion in his Infancy, related in the Story, 
though afterwards it is often mentioned. Yon need not 
then wondér, why when hee was an Infant hée was not 
baptized: inafimuch as itappears not that his Parents were 
then become Chriftians; yea, and himétlfe alfo was anun- 


Dbeleever many years, as is apparent inthe ftory, | 
The nex by you, is Greg. the fonne of a 


xed sill bee came to be a youth, You fay he wastbe forme of 
Chriftsats Bifbop, but how doe you prove it? he that writes 
his life ;tells us, there was not 
 @Chriftian; yet afterwards, mben caft of the fuper- 
vy dnd deceit of the Hypfi ft 


appeared a ttne follower , ur difci- 
ple of the Divine grace; and fo fir 


WE Shepbebrbi the Church. “What wasthe HypGiftarian 
ertouf, Greg. in his Funeral! for. 
WhisPacher. °° ‘Whether was converted from it before 
Gregory was Barn, it's Hovexpreft Yer the Hiforians tell 
wi ba oung, he with’ were bred in. 
at Asbens; from thence he to. 
We of His ftadying ‘the Chri- 
it is to bee remembred, 

jihad 

W 


6.15. he with time, and well pro- 
*thenrte Tedthérs oF that kindé Of learning; others. 
themtd to ‘publi ke pleading of | 
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4 Nor Gré 
: Naziangen. Difpep, and up long by bim, was not bapti- 
4, 
x 


The creck Churchreceived 

cafes 5 buc refafing that way of 

thinke how to order their lives holily, asthe rule 

ftian Religion did dire& them, wherein they profiad 

much; in the knowledge whereof Origens books were help- 

full to them. z. having {pent 30 yeares 1M Greg. vite, 

thofe ftudies, he reuurned to his Father and was baptized : 

his education was not under his Father,as you relatejatid if 

his parents were Chriftians when he wasborne, I wonder 

they thould fend himto Athens to be trained up under Hea- 

thens; and why hee was not baptized as foone as hee was 

converted to Chriftianity, if you can lay downe the true 

caufe, I defireyou'to doe it; I dare goe no further then 

I have warrant from the ftory, and the relation of his life: 

Yet I may hincmy conjecture from htsowa words 3 where 

he fays there were three forts Orat. 40.’ 

before’) who deferred. Baptifme.., 4-.Some; 

peyote becaufe they -would live in fin; 

were others living more temperately, takifig in 

the meane between vertue and vice, who though 

ned, yet a notoftheir fins,: but were over- 


by theme ,fome defer’d their Bapsifmne 


might the and, 
heefor a while 

hindly, ye a bringin Chr 
5 you «among your in Nor Cif | 


wa age: ify 

Clariftian birth, and 

how fach a one canie to’ the priviledge; which other 
So borne, hads: if ie 
fuch. But ftay alittle, herein you have.edhessd, ton 
td. your friend Grete; “upon 


* 


whence tigis relation. : 

ani ground; afterfome fearch; 


Pigvefound thatwhich maketme think you: are! déccived 
both in Chryfoftome his Parents and-education... The Eccle- 
Story the Penman. whéreofundertakesto fee 
forth the diguieysandhist his his ,- 
remo nom-it: yeshewas 
apne in Antioch, and names his parent 
of his Religon nor-of bis Bapeine. 
here tell you that fome: others (peaking of his: Pa» 
renteandof himielfe; fay, heandthey 
 Wer€ Heathens, (for foisthe word bee 
foare. Grecians. Bac however, by 


time after birth:fo much jg | 
ifelt: from his mother ,)fee ide. Sacerdetia lib.g, 


at to'improve ir, Hut noe: 


aging bis former ftadies,ha- 


Monalticall life, in which time ee was 
fardiered in hisholy ftudies:by Corteriss aud Diedorw,to 
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TheGreck Church received 
ie to plead againft Pado-baptifme, for you neither prove, his’ 


out.of Gretins, 
thing to fayto 
low in fey 


sncerning 


tius Was afrien cothe wellknownwhat, 
they thinke of Baptifme. . I have learned from Reverend... 
Dottor Rivet; that Grotias was perverted by Cardinall Pe- Rivet. Apol.pro 
ron, who pleadedtheéanfe of the Anabaptifts in his an- 
Kin Que tum protle tum Grotii. 
tor River Cardinall) in 
MM, Britan. Anabaptiftaram. 
ideo exem fatisfeciffe D. 
cguments in Print, to prove the ule 
arid defired him to anfwerthem firit, 
andthen. River promifedto- vindicate Vofiess but 
fe in his pro pace Ecclefiaftica, Rivet. exama- 
tohe com Gretite 


cated under yet both thefe youhave affirmed, but | 

without ground of evidence. 
To all the forenamed iaftances you adde fommewhat- more Grorixs notto 
which before Fdoe examine, have fome-,¢ relyed up 
Crotine, whom fee you 
paflages of your Examen. 1 cannot bor 
wonder, why you (who acquain- 4 
ted with the {ecrets of Antiquity ): fhould have.fo much, 
correfpondency with them who are not likely to help you, 
| with any certain intelligence. Hugo Grotius is the ftrongett 
y with thie Papitts, grants that Infant-bapeifme ought 

ratifi ‘both) he puts: this An Grotii vet 

If any man defirea full charafter of Grotins, Jet him.read 


| "the Greek Church received [nfanteB aptifme. 
tritited; nor likely to deliver the true fenfeof the An- 
| _ @ients in thisor any other point. 1 willnot ftand to tell 
you what Lanrentius,and Marefius fay of him, but fure they 

| prove enough againit him; andtherefore I will put an end 
} to this difcourfe , with that cenfure which nena Rivet 
hath pafled upon ‘Grotines, in Grotixs own words; Fadicat 
pro ut amat, aut amat prout liber. In bus verbis 
exaliffime ‘deferkpfis ingenium fuum, faith D. Rivet Apologes, 

pro vera pace Ecclef:. Sir.1 fhall defire you may have a niore 


fure friend to relyeupon then Grotiws: how far he hath de- 
Geived youl, and you following him, ‘hath Wro nged the 
truth, and both of you your Reader; I will now God wil- 


epen, 
| P, 9.10. You fay, Grotiss (in Annet. in Math, 19. 14.) addes,T bat 
The Councell #2¢ Canon of the Synodof Neoce{area determines, T bat 
1 | of Neocaf.not man with Childe might bee-baptized , becaufe the bapti/me 
apaintt baptifm reached mot to the fruit of ber wombe, becaufe in the canfeffion 
Baptifme, each onesown free election focwed: from 
which Caton, you fay, Bal{amon, and Zonara doe inferre, T bat 
an Infant cannot be baptized, power to choofe 
confeffionof divine Baptifme, inference from the 
Canon, gives me juft occafion to thinke that you never read 
pr ema gag + for if you had, you would not 
ertwhatyoudoe. That this may appeare, I will fer . 
downethe er the Canon, the occafion of it, and 
what the Gloflator (mentioned by you) fayes of the fame, 
_ The words of the Canon are thefe > 


her that i ith Ch 


Ny yelp cp i {hee will for fore 


Dave, mye thy TH 
| Can, 6. Con. that bringeth forth; in thit 
not communicate with 


thebirth tbat is brougl: becaufe 


of thisCanon was this; 
Gloffators obf Fathers in 
that Councell,to know whether a Woman when fhee is 
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The Greek Chiwrch received Infant- Baptifme. 


wombe was alfo 
bee, becaufe there is required of him that would profeffe 
himfelfe a follower of Chrilt (as Zonaras expounds thelaft 
words of the Canon) free ele&tion: or (a8 Balfamon hath 


it) there is required of every onein Baptifme hisown pro- 


mife, which an Infantin its mothers wombe cannot doe: 
at length it isdeterminedin the Canon, the woman in 
that condition might bee baptized when fhee would, &c. 


from whenceyour friend Grotsus infers, That the childe ufeth Proles bapticari} 
not to bee baptized but of is ene proper will and profeffion: and mn foleret nif 


propria Vo unia~ - 
te,et proft fficnes 


to back this affertion, hee addes fome words from Bal/amun 
and Zonaras, as if Balfamon had that any Were to 
 bebaptized, butfuch as were able of themfelves to make 

confeflion of their faith in Chrift: 
To vindicate the truth here from Grotixsfalfe inference, 
and yours alfo in concurring with him thereia ; I deftre 
the Reader to take into his confideration thefe two thiags- 
1. Of what kinde of Women the Canon fpeakes of. 
2. What theGloflator mentioned by you fj in the 


furft will let us fee, that what you would infer. from the Ca- 
non. is nothing to the queftion betoreus. Fhe fecond will 
let all men fee that you deale not fairely with your Kea- 
Remember our Queftion is Whether Infants of beleevers 
non, fpeakes of children of Women as come out fiom a- 


mong Infidells, being then converted when they are with 


 childe ; for Balfamon fayes, Such Women as were with 

ae what is this to our 

= ich is about children born in the Church of beleeving 
arents? | | 
Secondly, diftingnifhes of children; fomeare 

7a. tuPeva the wombe, «and not brought forth 


to the world, others are 74784, young, but borne 


beeanfe (as they thought) in her Baptifine, the childe in her 
baptized: and this-they held could not — 


fame glofie of Infants baptized in their Infancy. The 


Quettion, . 
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32 The Greek Church received Infant-Baptifme, 
the world, for the firft ofthefe he fayes;no man can under- 
take,(he meanes in Baptifme) but as for children that are 
‘borne xgranSeym, they afirme by fuch 
as undertake for them, and they being actually Baptized 
 afeaccounted worthy of divine illumination: your infe- 
rence by Bulfamons teftimony is dire&ly contrary to Bala 
mons words, for hee rotundis verbis afirmeth that children 
born,do in Baptifme antwer by fuch as undertake forthem: _ 
which words are mentioned neither by Grottws nor your 
felfe : herein you wrong the truth, and labour to deceive 
the Reader: in the beginning you charged me with ever- 
ening (which yet was your hafte,and not my errour) but 
here I may fafely you in mind of docking or Curtalling 
the Author cited by you. , | 
__. Laftly, inthis Paragraph you tell us that Grotins addes 
that many of the Greeks in every age unto this day doe keept the 
Pag.10.  —cusftome of deferring the Baptifme of little ones, till they could 
of their faith bragge much of 
TheGreeke tae Greeke Church, but Iwill noe with the Greeke 
Church mifree Churches as you deale with che Fathers,. 1 will not put the 
ported by Gro- Latine Church . Auguftine and thofe Fathers and Coun- 
tiusinthis cells which accord with him in one fcale,and the Greeke 
point. Church in the other, fuch comparifons are odious: But 
this I canand mutt fay, that when you have fearched into 
the Greek Church to the utmoft, that you and all the Ana- 
baptifts in A cannot prove that the Greeke Church 
did for many hundred yeers reje% the Baptifme of Infants; 
which is the aflertion which I faid might well put the 
Anabaptilts to the blufh,and(now I adde) your felf alfo for 
juftifying theminfofaying. .. 
To returneto:Grotius his Annotations, who fayes, that 
~ many of che Greeks, &c. What fome of the Greeks may 
doe atthisdayI knownot, butagaintt his teftimony of the 
Greeks in every ageI will produce fome teftimonies (ga- 
thered y a learned Grecian,to whom the cuftomes of the 
Greek, Church ‘were. better knowne:thento Gsotins, or 
the Anabaptilts who relye on Grotins his relation) 
whereby it isevident that baptizing Infants was held e- 
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24 
¥ 


The Greek Church received Infant-Baptifme, 
even neceffary to be obferved in the Greek Church. 
’' Photius (that learned Grecian) gathering together the Pher.patriarch, 
Greek Coancells and laws for ordering of Church affaires, Covel 
‘and reconciling them one with another, hath many things 
for Infant-Baptifme= as firlt, hee brings in an-Imperiall 
Conftitution;-wherein it was provided, that all baptized 
Samaritans and Grecians fhould be punithed, brought 
not their wives and children 
in their families ts boly bap- Mi nis 
tifme. Here was a Law ayig wan, Tid. 1. de fide 
that were baptized toprocure baptifme for ctheirchildren, — 
otherwifethey fhould'be punifhed: 
Again, Tit. 4..ca. 2. he brings forth another Imperiall 
Conttitution concerning Samaritans ; fuch among them 
as are of age mutt notrafhly bee baptized:,: bur'requires 
they fhould bee trained up in\good Dottrine, ‘arid then'ad- 
micted to Baptilme; but their children, though they know 
not the Doftrine, to bee baptized. So for 
it’s required that their lictle ones without delay be bap- 
tized, Gane. im Whereupon “it was'ap- 

pointed.inthat Councell, ‘when »there were no fure Wit- 
Ww ptifme was doubted of) were baptized,nei~ 
ther for their tender age could teftife it themfelves;withiout 
any offence {uch be dw 
Bolfamonin his glofft upon that Canon, relates 2 ftory 
how Children comming froma Chriftian Countrey;were 
taken by the Scy:bians and Agarens, and ey em by the Ro- 
mant: the the thould bee 
baptized.or np? pleaded came from a 
where Chriftians dwelt; aud therefore is to be 
thattchey in thelr In> 
careof their Mothers to 
procure. baptiline ito them: and: others pleaded other 


uments tox théic Baptifine yerif they. gould :produce 

All which clearely 


OQ 
ihes that Srifant -bapcifme ‘was. ther! 
gene- 
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fecing were. fo: 


where it wasin ule. 


Now fee what from thefe teftimonies may bee held out 
for Pado-bapifme among the Greek if fach among chem 
| not their Children to B 
i pera Laws a 
were any whole Ba it was doubted, 
they requir ed they fhould be baptized; may not I oO 
allthis wonder why Grotius,or you from himydo affirme, 
That in every age they deferr'd the baptifmme of their children 
til they could make thenefelres a comfeffion of their faith) 
Whereas the former Conftitutions about Infants Bap- 


elagians; wherein was 
aflirmed, T bat wbofoever denyed B on for the remiffion 9 
finne, to anew borne Infant, thouldibe 
Adi which being duely it ‘will: eafily 
ly méof In- 
for many bundred yearte, Let the feverall teftimonies 
dal the Greeke Church alledged by mee, 
ke whether the Gretksinejected tliat ordinance or no: 
wee patie from theGreek:C hurth lier; 


wig propiti you in oppo-+ 

ig Pada:ba tines then dhe Greeks haveboen here Cy- 
jen is thefirit chatcomes under your Examen; and caleu- 
cell us im in 240,Per~ 
hint 250; thacrothors cake’ notice of hin. 


_ 
‘ e ° 
yeu: 
r 


weal in which he 


ofthe an 
crs; i- 
here up» 
~ on your Semti-Socinian Grotiss his credit-you fay, T bet ne~ 
thing was determined in 7 ertull. bis rime, concerning the age 
in which children were confecrated by their P arent: to : 
Difcipline  becanfebee diffwadeth by fo many Reafons in bie 
Booke of Baptifme, c. 18. the baptizing of Infants. And you 
adde, If be did allow it , it was onely in cafe of meceffity ; 41 

may apptare by bie words in bis booke De Animas. 39. 
Though my task in this examination of your Examen, bee - 
onely make goods besore my Sermon ; yet 
you thalj have my anfwer to this place quoted quocedby you yours 

wh it may appearethereare more wi 

firm I avouched but onely by thee 
ftimonies of afew. 

‘Tertullian indeed.in the former of thele places, is prt Tert. de Bapl, 
ding men to defer both the Baptifin of children,and others 
who are of age. Yetl beleech:youtellme, doth he not dayes Infants: 
therein i intimate thatie was the caftome of the Church'in were baptized, 
his age the one aswell'as’ the otter? otherwife 
I fee no reafon why he thould defire that'they would ‘de- 
fer the one And what's the reafon of 
his delay? fuch asdidundertake. romife for children 
were in. dangers whilft they promiledon theit behalf, that 
which ofthe own mor, ‘and inereafe of 


ile; words are theley 
| etiam ata~ 


ace’,'’ that’ Baptifme 

Ghat they fhould 

per 


dat there fone 


breake, or deltroy 

| 

B 

Is'it not ‘evident t 


The Latine Church for Infant-Baptifme, 
perform the promifes niadeiby thenyon their bch ait? One 
this cultome of Of ba ptizing them did not very well pleafe 
Tertellians fecks'to Sion brit‘ne- 
ver pleads again{t ic as an-unlawfull thing, or an of 
Chrifis inititution; as you does yer how difpleafing a de- 
lay of that naturewas toothers (famous in the Church 
hath been cleared by féverall tettichonies before here niay® 
you take notice of one, even: betore Cyprian’ inthe’ Latine 
Church, that beares witnelle againft you, that in his time 

children were baptized. This is fo perfpicuonfly laid 

by him, that youcannotdeny it; and therefore you 

Tert, de Ani- with ond fay, If bee did allow it) it was onely in 

of or this yourefer me to his book de'Ani= 

mir 39. where having reckoned up the idolatry, and fu- 

perititious fooleries of the seailianes at the birth of their 

| children,he {peaks of children,one of whofe Parents is 
and confefles both by the priviledge of their birth 

ii id profeflion they are defignati fanttitari, ac 

not fendi, till they be born of water and theSpir 

\ & Cpprians but in chat filentium, of his allowing baptifin 
tochem in cafe of neceflity,as you fay:wherein it aman told 

But: before wee part with: TZertullian , give mee leave 
to’ ashe the queftion, whether the ditiwafion which 


you cite ont, of TZertullians booke de Bapti 


not reafonably bee interpreted of the Infants of Infidells? 


shat Chaptec fpeakes.af the bap 
of fach as were not bora of Chriltian Parents, \( {uc 
the Exnnch, St..Ponls. theritnce be: dative 
that the Baptifme of fach Ir nts fhould bee deferred, till: 

they came to yeares, and were able. to. make <confeffion-of 
theirfinnes,. and profeflion ‘of theirfaich3 their: Parents 
being Infidels , aad theis Sponfors mortall;for what (faith 
hee) though thefe Infants may havefome Sponfors to un- 
dertake for sheic Cheiftian education ? yet 


their Sponfors 


dighefore they are capable and that. 
nile is void is at boi 


o- 
4 
Ph, 
‘ 


trie: 
rultian' pid acknowledge that the-children of beleever$ had 


tion} yer there was a greardifference between them and tite 
Infants of beleevers,, who had fuch 
them by Baptifine, and the: 
rit, faith he, they-are made (-what: they -were by: God | 
defigned to be Yholy indeed; Becan(t d-wall give-po 


age at large, and give yon leave to judge, for:I ho 
will make it appearethat you are pius: Inimicus:, andl 
paffe judgement ypon fide, when you have received. 
if ic bee new ‘to yon: but truly, feare, 


that you faw 

you: and therefore you doe barely cite the Chap- 
ter, and not a down the words of the Author: which was. _ 
notfo fairly done::be pleafed'then to perufe the teftimo- 
ny.in: woids at lengehjand ‘not in figares. ° 
pofto'us ex alserutro fanttos: procrearé ait 
tam ex feminis -przrogativa, quam cx infticutionis 
plina: céterum, inquit, immundi naferentur,quafi Deligna~ 
hel per boc falasis intelligi volens 
fadelium filios,. sp fpei atrimeniss, 
cenfuerat, meminet at Demi- 
nice definitions ,nife nafcatur ex aqua introw 
ibit in regnuim Dei, i eriti Sir, are you hot 
now convinced that: did conceive that: the. n~ 
fants of: ‘beleowers fachia dan city (asd called: Cove- 
nant-holieffe) by thie prerogative and pr of their 
birth, as. gave etna tighe would not: 
men}: ve afaire inter 
pretation outofi hisowne wortis.: 


F 3. 


the places. becaysle ‘und 
dentby the 39. Chapter of his book de 


de of which be calls prerogative’) by’ their birth» 
éedication: and therefore in 
 Sponfors who underesdkfor the edacation of thd Infants’ 
of did live, yea, andpivethofelnfants dae edica®: 


Wyand) 
the learned Reddersilight enough; will tranitribe the? 


imthis 39 Chapter, which made 


Hine enim An 


Origosand other’ Reverend .and 


is tinie 


‘ 


Cyprianusnon novum ali od decrctum con 
dens, fed Ecclefig fidem 
Kc, Aug. Ep, 28, aif 


bef they.would relyeupo My) 
What (ith: Asgufting - that Epilile? 


Foutell me, faidFidus demped net Infante 


not to, be 


| cept ce to biter port that which hee hath 
wal Words, though many will befound light yet you Lay 
al inet andefpecially selyed pins pit 
| more flrengthened in my Opinion of the: worth 
words in that Epiftle byithis your confellion : for 
‘there nocbeeu folidity and tcuth in what heofaid learned 
urch, you thinke greas. as their 
rits ) that which hath no weight 
in its they wereiwell able ro monde. reight of words, 
pplaud them. And. 
frre fas she 
| burch; doth he not 
‘toltifie that :Cyprian- maint. intain- 
before theeighth day, 
CA Gid Detc ham: whereby it ough Augy- 
fine approved Cyprians judgement, yet he relyed nor 
his reafons to make 00d Infanc-baptifine, this 
i and firre aith of rh. hee \fol- 
DY NOL : indedd, thar this wae the questi “wherein 


dixifti intra fecnndum, vel diem: 
“ fhitutos baptizeri mon ffe 
“© circumcifionis antique, ut intra oft avum diem, na~ 
queftion therefore was, as I {aid before: ee 
by Anuguft. his teltimony, who ad Bonificium, lib, 4. 9, 
Ep. Pelag.c..18.fayes the fame. 
» So farre then we agree: but you fay, J might bave ‘gone 
farther, and obferved Fidus bis reafons; one whéteof was 
drawn from Circumcifion,which wos done pon the eighth day 
afier the birth of the cbilde: T be otl-er is draven from the thitdes 
sncleanireffe in the fit ft dayes of its birth, which makes mer ab- 
borre to kiffe it, &c. ‘both which are related by Cyprian, not. Veftigiunin- 
as his owne judgement , ‘but as reafons of Fidus his {eru= fent* in primis 
whieh he gives thie adgment¢ Counce dui non dixiffe 
daize in both ‘thefé, or either of them; what's that to mee, 
who fay he denyed not Baptifme to bee adminiftred to In- 
fants ? if the. ground hee 
day, was anfound, ‘Peek not “Yerlee 
me tel was not the'onely mah that'reafoned 
Baptifne to the eighth day, as Fidu did. Befides ‘the 41). de Sad: 
ftimonies brought out of Arbanafius before, that Co Circwncify 
iw they Anguft the fame, lib. 
1, contra Grefeow, Grommaticnm, ¢. 30. & de Bapt. sontr. De- 
natift ib, 4. Where Baptifme 
ble to éhildten icifion ‘was ‘to children of 
old? Chiyfoft. ni Gene. ‘calls’ dur Circaime q 
ed'in that Be it ay~ 
irenmention- not. - 
| 


Pin: you Ze culation of their 
is, mat bea bec anfe you finde it the 
fpring-bead of. Anf ifme.. feemes when you caft 
your: lead into the fea of Antiquity to finde out the 
depth of this ordinance, your line was too fhort, and your . 
umaxt light, that it could not reach béyond: this 
piftle: are there not. divers inftances among the Atnci- 
ents which thakeit manifeft, thatbefore chat time Infant- 
bapti{me.was in wfe,as hath been manifeltedto you alrea- 
dy? therefore chat was not the. time in (prung 

pini ‘yom cal not or Pree but anfwers to 
ions. will not wrangle with words,’ call 
then what you pleafe, Arguments or Anfwers ;. this is e- 


weer thin ‘went :aboug 


tocleare:.. neither of th 
sore 


law 


ied, have tiles 
| comes in {tead.o 
nds which che Pred notto. 


darken.theligh 


itone of thee. godt weakess 

may bee rejected, and yet the trut tnd th 

ood and ftrong to evidence the trysh. 
shat prere be 
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Lasine Church for 


be excepted 5 ye made it out by other. 

then that : eruth jultified cleared 
up by them, be rejected for this ? When they wereto prove 
chet men of yeares inftru&ed in the truth, (hould receive 
the Sacrament ofthe Lords Supper,they made th 


at by 
feveral Reafons;as fometimes from the neceflity oflccaat 


mand which Jefus Chrift laid upon all the Difciples of the 
Gofpel,that they might im. 
At other times they it, left menfhould bra r 
felves with unth efle in not comming tothe feaft 
when they are invited, Sometimes again they preft the fame 
duty upon the people to come to that Ordinance,that they 
might have the inward Grace fignified and exhibted inthe 
Sacrament, to bee fealed up and confirmed to them. Thefe 
three wayes did they ufeto prefletheir Hearers to ‘the fre~ 


times alfo they pleaded the necellity of ow Sacrament, as 
if no man without theufe thereof could be faved. Noman 
can deny the firft three Arguments to be good, though the 
laftis not: and notwithftanding the weaknefle thereof,this 
isafuretruth, Thatthe Sacramentef the Lords Supper i to 
be received. Soitis here, divers Arguments are brought to 
prove that children are to bee bapti 
ny; this is one, They conceivedithe want of it might ‘bee 
prejudiciall tothe falvation of Infants, which I will not 
jultifie; yet Ldarenot rejeftche truth made out by other 
rs. Andit is tobee remembred 


media, reafons or argumen 
thar this it was mott frequentlyufedby the Anci- 
ents in theheate of difpucation, when they had to do with 


them that.denyed the traduction of originall fin from 4- 
nfants: howfoever, at{ome other times they con- 
felle with 


iime, and not be | 

_ As for thethird inference made by you from his words, 
thatnotunely Iufants of beleevers, but all Infants are to bee 
baptized: though he layesit down'in generall termes, that 


quent receiving of the Sacrament: at fome other © 


; andamongitma- 


ine, that fome doe receive rene Baprifmi Lib. 4, ¢. 2% 
abfque Sacramento, a man may havethe grace given in Bap- ©” «Dena 
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The Latine Charch for Infant-Baptifme. 
the fays ought to bee underftood of the Church, becaufe he 
fpeaks of duch as God hath cleanfed or purified, who were 
conftrue fome paflages of-the Epiftle as anfwers 
to fome objections, which doe no wayes weaken, but 
ftrengthen whatI have faid from thence. Onely inthe 
clofure of this Section, you would find fault wich my gathe- 
ring up of Cyprians mind, as if-hee had meant that /nfants 
are 10 bee baptized, becaufe they are under Originall finne, and 
medpardun. -Youfaythe Argument is rather, that they 
have leffer finnes then others; and therefore there ws. leffer bin- 
deranceto them to come to this Grace rémiffion of finne , and 
| Baptifme.. Cyprianindeed fayes, it Baptifme be not denied 
to men of yeares, who hath committed more hainous 
fins then Infants, why fhould Baptifm be denyed to Infants, 
who are onely guilty of Original fin derived tathem from 
Adam... doth hee not.there mention. Originall finne , 
whichhe fayes isremitted to Children when they are bap- 
tized: which in his judgement is lefle then rhe griev 
adtuall fins of men of years,added to their Origina}l fin, 
Inthe farewell of your.cenfure of Cyprians judgement, 
call it maked, and lay, you would bavecovered the nakedneffe 
P.12.  tbereefy buttbat the trath fufferéd fo much thereby: and 
can at your pleafure putupon itthetitle of an abjurd Epj- 
_ file. Sir, for one man to flight the judgement of 66. men, 
leminentintheir generation, doth not well become amo- 
deft difpofition.taught in the Gofpel, to thinke better of 
othersthenhiméelf. 1 amafraid, that when Cyprisns Epi- 
iftle, and your anfwer fhall bee compared together; the na- 
kednefle of your anfwer will rather appeare; yea, remem- 
ber what the Philofopher wampling upon his-neat— 
_» Carpet, faid, calco Platonss fuperbiam: yet hee {pying ahole 
7 in his floven]y cloake, anfwered, Crege perrimam pallii tu- 
am video fuperbiam, @&c. 1 cannot but account it your na- 
kedneffe, that if ic be naked; you havenot in your anfwer 
laid.open the nakednefle of it:but though it be abfurd in 
your eye, yet in the judgment of menrenowned for learning 
and piety, it bath ever been accepted in the Church, notwith- 
Rtanding fome miftakes in it. Next 


2 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
{ 
we] 
| 
= 4" 
= A 
4 & 


= 


The Latine Church for tnfant-Baptifme. 


~Nextto Cypréan comes Augliftine under your Examen : 


which you bring forth Walfridus. Strabo,and Petrus Clunia- 
venfi isteftimonies,which I here mean to pale Gverand take 
notice of them in another place. 


Iconfeffe learned Auguftine his authority was great in 
the Church, both whil lived, and fince, and that ‘wor- 


thily;not onelyfor his defence of thetruth which you now: 


oppofe, but of other greater and more neceflary truths al-: 


fo, which hee folidly maintained’ againft the adverlaties 


who laboured either to fuppreffe or corrupt the fame: ‘al- 
beit you feeme not much to ftandupon his judgement : 
which with you # of no more value, then bis proofes and reafons 

canadde we thereinto.T hus you flight him,though what 
hefaid is approved by divers Fathers and’ Councels nated 
by yourfelfe ; and how far your bate finglé judgerient 
and cenfure will out-weigh Auguftine, Profper, Fulgentius, 


andthe Councells (which mention in this 


the Reader judge, 
Ithath been.an ancient jaiifable courtein she Chavet 
in examining of contfoverfies in Religion; to look back’ 
upon the writings of famous men who flourifhed in the 
Church before:was not his countell to good 
pole which. he prefented to Theodofies (then 'ftudy 
we troubled> 


toput an endto the unliappyd 
Chureh ih his time) 
and to of them whi pe- 
titioned him, whether they would'not ftand to the judge- 
ment of fach as Church before't was 


divided? efpecially! when their judgement diffented not’ 


fromthe Scriptures counfell rio doubt was good aad 
wholfome 5 
This: peake not ‘as ‘attributed: more 

folved’ (by Godsiaflittaitee) with Hierom,: Antiqua legeres 
probare bons funt fide Catholica 
Exclefia nin vecederes ig were happy for the among 


G2 


perfwaded hin, yur Sox. 7, 12. 


yer defite chat herein’ may noe bee miftas ~ 


P, 12. 


W bofe autbority tt (as you fay) that carryed on Auguftine vin-- 
of Infants in the following almoft without controle: For “icxed. 
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The Latine Church for Infent- Bapsifime. 
us,if inthisunculyage, many €who.not content with for- 


mer truth:, are carryed.on with an itching difpofition after. 
novelties ) "would doe the like. 


Treturnto judicious Asguftime: Here I expected your ace 
curate Examen would havecanvaltthe: feverall teftimonies 
in the sane quoted by me; but Lam deceived: W 


ou havenothing;to fay againit them, but that 
wha was that Churches practice in his time 
ftion. ( which was the and onely end 
teftimonies. from uity: ) fur 
' didnot, Idoube be not you would have fa fo much : onely 
here you tell uswhat your account is of his proofes and 
reafons of his judgement in this contreverfie: all. which 
to you feeme to bee but light : this yorlabourto prove in 


‘6following Sections, which I will now views and fee whe- 


any indifferent Reader. | 
our firtt his ‘udgementis, becaufe he 


esit an aniver{all Tradition; afhrewd 
rous pofition;which wil not down with anAnti-pedo- i 


tlme.' Andfirlt you reafon:aga inft it to this 


the Charch. thought it that 
Chriftians ly profeffion fbould. bee baptized in Inf. 
then noneborn within the pale of the Chaorch 


Minar youp 


monies of .good Witnefles recording ithe praftifeof the 


them before in theig feverall ages 


ai 

Bi 

Bi 

| | 

Bi 

Bin 

P, 34, 
cur 
fon, 

tricnd were not {fo baptized; and thus you 

labour toproveagaink Auguftine, that In fant-baptifm was 

rot univertally received in that Church,as he faid. whic 


Tha Latine Church far lafant-Baptife: 

Origen in feverall places; as, is Luc.1 4. in Ep. ad. Roms 
in Levit. Hom. 80. inwhich hetellsus it.wasthe 
arftome of the Church to give Baptifme to little ones 5, and 
fayes,not of this or that C : which by a conftant 
courte they had obferved:theretorein histime we find it u-. 
niverfally praétifed in the Church; otherwife he could not 
fay that the Church obferved it. Cypr.Ep.39. proves(as we: 
have heard) that Baptifme is to be denyed to no age:then 
hee addes, gusnto magis probiberi non debet Infans, 
he fets down as nonew Doktcine, but. faithfully. adhearing. 
to the order of the Church;as we heard trom, Auguft ine be- 
fore:may wee not now from all chefe fay; ic was in his time: 
the univerfall’caftome of the Church to baptize Infants? 


Shall I adde other Witnefles who lived iuthe fame Cen-: 9,46, ancient 
tury with hina ?. Chryfaftome Hom, ad. Neaphytos. Ambrofe teRtimonies for 
ad Demetriadem Virginem, Hieron. ad Letam, & lib.3,, Intant baptifn. 


Pelag, all which I now pafle over:and are not all thefle 
Witneffes of the prattife of the Church? which being 
2do-baptifm to bee univerially. in a. 
cloud of Witneflesto confirm it. fast 
‘And to manifeft it further, this isfomewhat to mee; €- 
pipbanius (whofe teltimony youlooked for) in the end of 
his worke relating what was: generally obferved in the: 
Church tells us, 7 Baptifme adminiftred.in the Church in 
his tims, was performedacc ordiag tothe Tradition. of the 
Gofpel, andthe authority of the Apoitles, as well as other 
myfteries then.inufe. And we knowthat in his time Bap- 
was.adminiftred to Infants; therefore in his judge- 
ment, what the Church did therein, they hadiauthoritytor 
it fromthe Gofpel and the Apoftles: to make that. good, 
he fays afterwards, T came in of Cir 
Furthermore, femetimes Hiftorians relating, particular 
phones in fome things which. were not inulein fome 
hurches and Countreys, (upon which arofe fome debates. 
in the Church) doe not mention that of Infants Baptifme. 
as one of thefe partiqular caftomes obferved in fomeChur- 
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The Latine Church for Infant-Bapti fine. 
ches, and not in other; See Socrates Hift. lib. $42. ies true, 
he relates fome diverficies of feverall: Churches about per- 
Yons that had power to baptize, and about thetime in 
which Baptifme was commonly adminiltred; but he men- 
tions none thatexcluded Infants from Bartifme, whilft o- 
thers baptizedthem; which no doubt he wouldhave done 
if there had been any fuch cuftome then afoot in the 
Soz.7,19- Church. Sozom. likewife fetting down the feverall cuftomes 
of feverall Churches (though they were of the fame Opi- 
nion}) among all which fingular cuftomes, baptizing In- 
fants isnot named for one, yetinuleinthat age: therefore | 
it is to be conceived as the generall practile of the Church. 
Indeed there was a differentcuftome ( efpecially in fome 
after ages) inthe manner of baptizing both Infants and 
pow men; in fome places they dipt chem thrice, in fome™ 
‘Dut Once:' and of: this very cuftome Greyory the great 
 mieanes, wheivhe faith, In wna fide nil officit ecclefie diver{a 
| confuetudo. Butin none of thefe Ancientsdoel read any 
fuch diverficy of cuftomes that fome Churches baptized 
| Infants, others baptized them nct:if you know any; I pray 
you produce them in your next, 
| ~Nowl conieto {peake to inftances, by 
which you goe about to difprove this univerfall praétife of 
| the Church: you tell’ mie Augwftine was not baptized till a- 
P.14, dove 30:yeares, though educated as a Chriftian by bis Mother 
Auguftines Monica. Firk, 1 might anfwer you with thé Proverb; wa 
baptifin, birundo non facit vers or thatone excépticn takes not awa 
the generallrulé: if afterages‘tome to read the ftories of 
nor then bap-. the Church, after the Lord waspleafed'to begin the Refor- 
tized, mation thereof in: Lathers time : and then find that éven 
in that time Baltée.tar Pacommitanns with of his fedu-. 
ced brethren did withftand Pedo-Baptifme; ‘or if after 
Nerations among us fhall find that’ whenGod begun fo 
happily to advance that blefled work of Reformation’ be- 
yond the pitch it'was broughtunto our Anceftors dayes,. 
ifthey thould meet with Mr: Tombes Examen of thisquefti-' 
on and therein fee your J againft ‘thé conftant® 
and univérfall pra&ife of the Church at this day?’ 
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fhould from a few particular Examples infer that this was 
the Doétrine commonly received in the Reformed Chur- 
ches( that children foould not be baptized: Or deny that this 
was the common received Do&rine that children fhouldbe 
baptized; afluredly, aman that knows the Do&rine and 
prefent praétife of the Church, might with all reafon de- 
ny the confequence, becaufe fome among them did noe 
ftand for Intant-Baptifme; therefore the generality of 
them denyedit. So itmay be here thought, peradventure 
fome (though born of Chriftian Parents )were not in that 
age baptized in their soareth et thatisno way prejudi- 
cial] to the univerfall practile the Church, in which Pz- 
do-baptifme was received. 
But fecondly, Ianfwer more particularly: I Au- 
guftine was not baptized till bee was 30 years old. And Iwill 
not take upon me to determine (befides the general]! ob- 
fervation‘of the reafons, upon which Baptifme in thofe 
dayes was deferredby fome, which formerly have been — 
hinted) what the particular reafon was of his not being 
baptized in his rk aca but I will hold forth unto the 
Reader fo much as fhall clearely fhew that you have no 
caufe from that example to fay, Tbat children of Chriftians 
by profeffion in that age were not baptized in ib.ir Infancy; be- 
-caufe you fheuld firft prove chat Auguftine his parents were 
Chriftians at his birth, otherwife you {peake not to 
the queftion beforeus; What was the profeilion of his 
Parents when he wasborne? take it from Asge {tine him- 
felfe: who fayes (though Poffidonius in his life feemes to 
fay otherwife) when he was Pwtr,a child grown, hee fell 
extreame fick, which put him in feare of death, (then hee 
and his mother alfowere both troubledthat heewasnor 
baptized: )he fayes of his'Father at that time, o yet be belee- Aug. 
ved not in Chrift.. When Auguftine was about 16 yeares of - 
age, his father was but eatechumenus, Conf, lib. 2.¢a.6. In Paty 
another place {peaking of his mothers peaceable cohabi-~ 
tation with him, (though he was aman of a hattie difpor. 
fition, and fometimesufed her unkindly) yet he fayes of . 
her, virum funm — vita temporali ejus lucrata 


tidj 


Poffid, de vita 
Aug. 


Conf, 4. 3° 


4 


Conf. 1. 33." 


‘Childe in the name of 


mightalfoad 


Doth notthat teftimony plainly hold 
out, 


at-hee was not gained tothe Chriftian faith untill 

hee drew. neare the end of hislife ? and if ic was fo long 
before he wastruly gained to the Lord; howcan itfeeme 
ftrangetoany, that he whebeleeved not in Chrift himéelf, 
Gould baptizing of his 

Ht ? 

It isalfo faid of Adowica, that when fhee was but 13 
yeares old, fhe was ; her mother taught her to 
pray, but we read not ofher baptifme when the was young: 


or if the were baptized when hee was borne, ‘how fhall wee- 


know that her husband would give to her to have 
Baptifme adminiltred to her fon, fhe fuffered many thi 
ofhim whilft he continued an Infidell,as Auguftine confel- 
feth. Naymorey it fhe were baptized herfelf at his birth, 
why might fhee not be conceived.to becarryed away with 
theerror of fome in thattime of deferring Baptifme till 
death, that they mightnotfinne after it? it. appeares nor, 
his Parents:were Chriftians (it is out of doubt his Father 
was not)athis birth: theretore nothing for the ftrengthe- 
ning of your aflertion is gained by this inftance. 
Afeerwards Auguftine put off his own Baptifm till he was 
about 30 years, and upward, and what marvaile? Hewas 
poyfoned with the AZanichean herefie, in which hee conti- 
nuedalmolt 9 years, Conf. lib, 3. which time what 
account hee made of Baptifm, may bee feen inhis deridi 
of itto his.deare .and intimate friend (who was bapti 
in his a whom heeisfharply rebuked for it. I 
what hee confefles, that :the ftrength of 
hisluttfull difpofition carryedthim on:toaany fins, which 
made him makenohafteto bee baptized 5 guia <poft lava- 
crunsillud, major periculofior in fordihys delittorum teats 
Soret: fomuch may: bewead in Auguftine himfelfe, -of the 
caufes of deferring his baptifme,which yetcan' be no pre- 
judiceto the.general prattile of the Churchiin that agesas it 
ismentionedby himislf, andothers. 
Neitheris:icany wonder why Adeodatw his fonne was 
not baptized in hisInfancy : or how.¢an wee feeke for 
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The Latine Church for Infant-Bapti{ree. 49 
his Baptifme in Infan when as his father was unbaptized? 
he bein Pe beens when his father was about fome 15. or 16, _ 
yeers of age. When Axgxftine himfelfe was baptized, hee tT. 
caufed him to be baptized with himfelfe, Adeodatus being Config .6, 
| almoft 15.yeers old. Indeed if Adeedate had continued un- 7 
baptized ~ufter Asgsftine his baptilme, your objection | 
drawne from him might have had fome pre- | 
tence, which now it hath not ; much Iefle any weight in it 
to confirme what you feeke to ftrengthen thereby. 

Asfor Alipius es his {Candalous converfation, h ce Conf.6.7, 
wasalfo poyfoned by the Manichees: and further it ap- px pi 
peares alfo what miftakings he had concerning the do&rine ai 

taught in the Church about Chrifts foule; whereupon it 
is {aid of him, ad ip/am Chriftianam fidem tardiue movebateer : 
therefore confi dering how long he continued in his errors, 
itis not to be wondered at that he alfo was fo long unbap- 
tized. So much for your three inftances. 
Afterwards becaufe you feare thefe inftances will not bee 
fuflicientto make good your anfwer, therefore you grant 
with Grotins, that Pedo-baptifme wa much more frequented, 
and with greater opinion of neceffitie in Africa, then in Afi, ot 
other parts of the world: I take what you grant, that it was 
ufed both in Africa and Afia: and may I not then with As- 
guftine fay i it was univerfall, both among Greekes and La- 
‘tines? 
And when you fay it 2a more frequented in Africa then in 
Afia; Iknowyou ‘would intimate that the received cu- 
ftomewas, that fomedid, otbers did it nit, each doing what bee 
thought beft, busthat the Greeke kes leffe regarded it then the La- | ‘ 
tines: for fo 1 finde both Grotixs, and the Arminians in their 
book Cenfure to confidently,but nei- 
ther you nor they n your bare affertion 
againtt fo many witnefles: dD this 1 icks with you, that in | 
athe Councells Cas Grotius faith) you cannot find ancienter men- P42. 14. 
tion of that cuftome then the councell of rind I have for- 
merly told you why Fathers and Councells mention not all 
things which are controverted in our age, which wasthis : 
becaule their care was to — the doubts which 
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anthat le Igentius tells us 
baptifme is fufficient to walh away originall finne from In- 
fants,fo Hilarius-Ep.2. ad Anguftinum mentions it, yet nei- 
ther of thefe fpeake of Beptifine in the danger of death : to 
which you faythey reftrainedit. 
Lou mention the diflinttion of Catechumeni and perfons Bap- 
tized and the wfe of catechizing before Baptifme, that even after 
Auguftine bie dayes the baptizing of perfons of growne age did 
Continue a6 well at of Doe you not forget the que- 
tion before us? you fhould have proved that Infants were 
not baptized, and now yon fpeake of baptizing of men 
of which gives you occafion to mention the di- 
ftinttion of Catechumeni and others, and that is nothing to 
ourqueltion; for whoeverdoubted that: even in 
fine his time many ftill adhered to Paganifme? and 
y might they note 
baptized? 
ther was Cutvebumenns when hee was fixteene yeers of 


any of Had embraced the wh 


be scatechized, dnd .fo 
they were found fx 
his fa 
age. 
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qe ’ bled the Church in their dayes : if there bee no Canon 
| concerning it, why may it not bethoughtchat they did not 
at mention it,becaufe in their times none did {Cruple it ? yet 
gi when any thing relating to childrens Baptifme was ftarted, 
ai thenthe Church maintained it, witnefle the 66 Bith 
| | aflembled ina Councell anfwering Fidus about that 
Big on. I might alfo put you in mind that Conflitutiones Che- 
| mentia make mention of it fayings But baptize yce your 
Children: albeit for my part I con- 
Bini ceive thefe Conftitutions not to be his, under whofe name 
Bi they goe, yet with the beft Criticks 1 may afhrme this, 
Bi that they relate the ancient cuftomes ofthe Greek Church, 
| Th gathered into one volume, the Conypiler of them defiring 
Ban ; to put credit mon them would have feverall Conttitutions 
tocome from feverall Apoftles. 
Fulgent.de fide And als bough it wat mre ufed in Africa then elfe-rebere, ‘yet 
ad Petrum,c4. you queftion whether they did in Africa baptize Infants but in cafe 
30 of neceffitiesor for bealths fake: I pray remember what Tertul/;- 
Then, 
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Then you came to cenfure bsptizing of mbole Countries 
the baptizing of thir King, &e which is nething to our 
queftion, otherwife I might relate unto you feverall exam- 
ples where hefee, what a ration for 
theconverfion of Nations ic hath been to have Gover- 
nours fhewthem the way,butI forbeare. 

In your fecond Section you ex 


aint 


judgement, becaufe be beldthat Infants without baptifme muft ° 


bee damned by reafon of originall finne, which w net taken 
away bet by baptifme. 1 grant that Amguftine, and fome 
others of the Ancients baptizing of Infants upon 
that ground, butnot onel n that ground : and they 
did moft prefle that groun he they hadtodoe with He- 
retiques, denying originall finne tobe conveighed from pa- 
rentsto their children : yet they maintained Pedo-Bap- 
tifme upon other found grounds,as formerly I have pro- 
ved; therefore this ion is of no vilidity, nor was 
this 4ugaftines conftant Doftrine : yea it was a Doétrine 
which hee retra&ted as anerrour, as fhall afterwards ap- 
peare. | 
Againe you fay,that you cannot inde among the Ancients the 
grotend that I goe pon : that the Covenant of grace belongs to be- 
levers and their fede. What if you have not found it, will 
you therefore fay it is not to be found in their writings ? Ber- 
nardus non vidit omaia : why may not fome things in the vat 
monuments of Antiquity pafle unfeene by you ? though 
you have feene much,and thinke that you have feene more 
truth then all the Ancients did, and can cenfure what they 
fay at your pleafure : Butif you did find this in the writings 
the Antients, it would make nothing for, or againit 
me,who have not placed Inf. {me upon that ground, 
becanfe they placed it {0 : I have aflerted that ground from 
the re, as afterwards, God willing, bee made 
good. But that they alfo, ( even many of the ancients) 
Baptifmeupon the found grounds which wee doe, 
have made it out of féeverall writings. 
As for the ntof Bellarmine, Aquinas and others 


quoted by you,I will not trouble my felfe in anfwering for 


H 2 them: 


ftine his P 
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The Latine Church for Infant-Baptifme. 
them : they were not alledged by me, neither will I ftand 
to their judgement. | 

In your third Sef&tion you bid mee confider of Augeftine 
his judgement, bolding st neceffary for Infants to receive the 
Lords Supper? opinion is nothing to our queftion in 
debate before us, therefore you can expe& no anfwer from 
mee to it, for I never pleaded it. 

But what is your Argument from hence, Awguftine held it 
fic to giveInfants the Lords Supper, Ergo, What? draw a 
conclution to hurt me if youcan, oMr queftion being whe- 
ther Infants were baptized in his dayes. — 

Fourthly you tell me that Awguftine held a certainety of 
Regeneration by Bsptifme, and be makes no as of the Rege- 
neration of Infants,ec, 1 confelle that fometimes hee fayes 
fo, yetat other times ( as I told you before’) hee fayes 
there are fome qui rem baptifmi abfque Sacramento baptifmi 
confequentur.So allo did Ambrofe comtorting Valentinian his 
fifters upon his death (for hee died whilft Ambrofe was on 
his journey comming to Baptize him)where he faid ofhim, 
Quem in Evangelio geniturus eram, amifi: fed ille non amifit 
gratiam quam popofeit —— vita jam fruitur eterna—— qui bs- 
buit {peculum tuum Santhe pater,quomodo non accepit gratiam 
am? hee {peakes confidently of his cternall eftate, chough 
unbaptized : yet Ambrofe as well as Auguftine at other times — 
attributed too much to outward Baptifme. 

Fittly; you {corne his judgement in defending queftions 
tto leben at their Baptifme, and anfwerd by others. 
hat’s enough tome to prove that Infants were then bap- 
tized; though I will not take upon me to jultifie, that cu- 
ftome of putting forth queftions to them, who by: reafon of 
their age were not able to returne an anfwer: pollibly I 
could tell you how,and that many other cuftomes crept. 
into the Church, but becaufe it isnot toour e, I 
altly, wy,it isa t outof that. gue 
fline, whether borne of or of {web os 
had not received the Chriftian faith, were baptized, neither doe 
bin thatjuttifie him + you may take notice that here againe 
you. 
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you confeffe the queftion that Infants were baptized, 
But becaufe you make fuch a great matter of it that iz 
muft wecds follow that they rejected covenant-bolineffe or the birth- 
priviledge of beleevers Infants, because they baptized other In- 
fants if brought unto thm, I reply that you cannot bee igno- 
rant that many learned men deny thisconfequence, becaufe 


they conceive that not fuch as are borne of Chriftian’ 


parents might bee ag but that other Infants alfo if 
any Chriftian would undertake to traine them up in 
Chrifts Schoole might bee admitted into it by Baptifine; 
you know many of the reformed Divines thinke this law- 
tull,who yet plead covenant-holinefle, as further warrant 
why beleevers children not onely may,but ought to be Bap- 
tized: and Tertullian pleads both thefe grounds in the 
lace I quoted at large, both prerogative of birth, and 
enefi of education. Furthermore many of the Rab- 
bines fay, that the children of Gentiles might bee cir- 
cumcifed if a Jew would bring him up in Religion, yee 
they all hold a birth-priviledgeof Jewes children, forCir- 
cumcifion; 1 alledge all this to fhew that. you fhould not 
thus vilifieand (corne their practile and grounds without a 
more cleare refutation of them then yet you have made: 
whether that which hath beene fpoken out of Cyprian; E- 
pittle,and Auguftines canta of it,doe not advantage 
my caufe,whether they have not proved as much asI alled- 
ged them for,| leaveto the judicious and impartial] Reader. 
To all she forenamed AuthorsT added Hierome and Am- 
brofe his teftimonies to prove the fame: here you confefle 
tharthey were of the fame judgement with Axgaftinein our 
gueftion, therefore.you conceive your anfwer to Auguftine bis 
teftimony to be a fufficient anfwver to them alfo : in like manner I 
referre you to my reply to your former anfwer, 
Your laft Se&tion of this: Chapter is‘a Recollection of 
what you have already'alleadged) both for: the invalidating: 
of the teftimonies brought by me to prove the practife of In- 
fant-baptifme, as alfo of what you have brought to induce 
an opinion that there:was no fuch thing prattifed in the 
firtt and belt Antiquity: You givenseleave to recollect 
3, 
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The Latine Church for Infamt-Baptifme, 
what Ihave already anfwered ro thiefe exceptions and alle- 
tions 5 as for your Vives ahd Strabe, k thall give you my 
| of them anon. 
Youconfefle I brought thefe teftimenies onely tv prove the 
practise of Infant-Baptifme, and that you cannot deny they 
prove, onely you adde they rather prove the thing an errour then 
truth, becaufe prattifed upon fuch erroneows grounds. As the 
meceffitie of Baptifme to falvation: T be certaintie of the Remiffion 
of orizinall finne ; The denying of Baptifme uxto none. But are 
thefe the onely proofes by whichthe Ancients did aflert the 
baptizing of Intants; Ihave proved, that notwithttanding 
fome of them owned that corrupt ground (and pleaded it 
(pecially in the heate of difputation) yet they baptized 
themupon the fame grounds which wedoe. Doe not 
tullian,Cyprian,@c. argue from Circumcilion unto Baptifme 
aswee now doe, and others of them tron: Covenant-holi- 
nefle?(buct this and our other proofes you threaten to confi- 
der hereafter.) | 
Inthe meane time this you adde, (you. fhould have {aid re- 
peste) for you adde nothing to what you had {poken be. 


T bat the T eftimonies prodneed prove not that it wa in praitife, 
but in cafe of fuppofed meceffitie.Let the Reader judge whether 
thefe Teftimonies have not proved it an univerfall practife, 
and fonot onely in cafe of iuppoled neceflitie ; and let Mr. 
Zombes but contult that Booke, which I perceive hee hath 
made great ule of in this Controverfie, an Arminian Book 
commonly known by the name of Cenfura Cenfure, and that 
will tell hima that Aagsfive may bee faidto bee the tirft that 
grounded Intant-baptifme wneceflitic, Cum. Cem. 

there was ftillin prattife 2 eonftant 
of baptizing the growne children of profeffed beleevers wben they 
at full ages yoahave teene. mudh-you -aré 
miftakenin, tho@inftances yougive of fata prattift; and 
how niuchthis prattife was. difavowed! bythe Fathers of 
thole times, could you but finde as:mmeh iin Antiguitie a- 


| 
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deferring Baptifme,; how would you triumph? — 

Thirdly, you fay they did conceive a like meceffitie of, and acs 
cordingly did praltife the giving of the Lords Supper to Infants. 
But did all the Fathers.fore-mentioned judge and practife 
fo? you cannot but know that all that plead for them doe 
— for the other, nor can you fhow that all thar 
practifed the one prattifed the other; I confefle fome of 
the Africans did fo. 

Y our fourth,that they made ne difference berweene the Infants 


of beleevers and unbeleevers brought unto them, if it were truz,. 


doth not difprovethe practile of Baptizing Infants, onely 
it_proves an errour in that prattife. But Cifby unbeleevers 
you meane Pagans) ic is not proved to bee their general] 
practile, I thinkeit was prattifed by fome of them upon. 
the grounds above mentioned, but not found in theic 
conitant and generall prattife. | 

. In your fifth you fpeake cauteloufly that the Ancienteft of 
monies for prabtife (according to any. Rule determined | is 
Cyprian neere 300. yeers afterCbrift. Here Imuft needstake- 
notice of your everlsfbing, who before ating his age 
acknowledged him to live but 250. yeers, and 


ot Iuftine Martyr, Irenaeus, Origen, Tertullian, (who all li- 
ved neerer the times of Ch 
againit your exceptions; you fin y this ‘evafion,that 
their Teftimonies doe not prove the practife of Infant-bap- 


tifte, sccording t0 any Rule determined. But Sir remember 
our controverlie at prefent:is concerning the prattife, not 


Inthe nextplace you undertake to prove that it wasnt 
{o from the begaening,and that by many evidences. Now I can- 
not but conceive it likely,that A«zsftines Ecclefiafemper babu- 
it, femptr tenwit, {hould as much with the intelligent 


tenmst efpeciall y 
Antigaide you have pre man tbat doth exsher 
deny the Baptazing of Lnfants to bave beene the ordinary 
of the Church or that condemve it, oncly two you cite 


ere you 
fay hee livedalmoft 300. yeers. 1 fee that the Teftimonies. 


rift then Cyprian’) aremadegood 


impartial Reader, as Mr. ombes his Non femper b sbuit non 
confidering that you bring notin: 


doe - 


, adyife 


. 
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“advife the deferring of it, -as:they doe alfo the Baptifine 


in ufe in the twltadminiftration. I have produced teftimo- 
nies bearing witnefle to the baptizing of children, which 
plead for it,before you can bring any to witnelffe that thofe 
formes of queftions and anfwers, had any being in the 
Church. 
Secondly, your examples of Greg. Naz. Chryfoft, Auguft. Con- 
flantine the Great, have been dy anfwered. You: mi- 
{takes in theirparents, education,reafons of their deferring 
Baptifme, fo made manifett,as it is abundantly evident they 
are farre from proving the Baptizing of Infants of Chrifti- 
an parents ‘not to have. been the received and conftant 
prattife of the Church of Chrift. 


Thirdly, Greg. Nazianzen and Tertullian whem yon cite as 
diffwading; youwhave heard even in the places cited to’ you, 
the one bearing: witnefle to the practife of Infant-baptifme, 

Fourthly, the T eftimony of the Councell of Neoce fares which 
you fay % plaine againft it; of the teltimony of this Councell, 
let Reader: lookebacke'and judge, but the gloffe lipon 
that Canoni to which:youreferred.us, I am fire plaine 
Fiftly, the filence which you tmpute to the chiefe. writers, Eufe- 
biws,éc. is your miltake,northeir fault; for Exfebise,what 
the reafon of hisfilence isyou have heard;and fot your,&c. 
if you meaue Viertullian, Athane fiw, Epipbanits, whombe- 
fore you charged with frlence in 'this'caufe, hope you may 
now hearethem {peaking and witneflingforus, 
Sixel 


OF 
1 As firlt, she propounding of queftions unto Infants, which as 
Strabo and Vives did, fo any reafonable man fay yon will thinke 
ai a manifest proofe that at firfé nome were baptized but fuch as 
under ftuodthef sith of Chrift, 
This fuppofeth thefe queftionsto bee of as Antient uf 
| ie in the Cshurch of Godas Baptifme it felfe, which certainly 
tim you can neverprove from Scripture, and how can any 
Si reatonable man thinke that a manifeft proofe to whom 
Baptifme was, or was not at furlt adminiltred that was nc 


the Lasint check 


-Sixtly, for the man many paffs ges in Auftine and others 
ave already thew am loath to 
the Reader with Tautologies. ar 
For your bring up your reere and. 
up this of your Battalia, Grotim,V ives,and Strabo, 


(towhom I wonder you did not adde Cenfera Cenfaras) for Chaptes 23. 


you are more beholden to them for your Teftimpnies of 

are fay, without dilparagement to your hoer 
ver lookes in Groting andetiem, thall find almoft all chat you 
have{poken Controverfie from Antiquity. colledted 
to i aa One of your three ions I have en- 
countred, and I hope difpatched already; and for.the other 
two. Fives and Strabo, i echvas tne men of great account 
with you, Vives you qnote five ordix times, and. adorne 
your Frontifpice with a peece of his, and Strabo you men+ 
tion often. But I befeech you Sir, mult wee take the bare 
word of Vives a man of a Strabo in matters 


itnelly of ifo 
theo ta, times? 


of them produce out of Antigai- 
tieto make their aflertion. good? You, know well 
that learned Voffins did notice of Strabo and Vives, 
and proves out of Authors that lived many: hundred yeers 
before Strabo or hee. lived but about 850) Intans 
were in the Church of olds and wonders that 
Strabo fhould rely upon fo weake an argument as hee doths 
and Ias much that. you 
andy {o much of Broken 

your men, expert 20 fee what xreliefe 
bee able them, for they can give none you. 


Mare Teftimonies you [ay of fn 


d you thinks to. any that {earch into antiquity, prov 


| The Latine Church for 
| Infants wasnot from the 
and is but an innovation, :I verily 
Situ eupon your next fearch into Antiquitie, you will be 
| of another mind. 
Oita And for your confident affertion thet the Dottrine thas 
Bsptife is to bce given to: Infants of Beleevers onely 
of Govenant-bolineffe, not elder then Zuinglins : Zuin- 
confeffe was preit Patron of this caufe , who 
in'a fo convince andftop the mouthsof | 
ai the: that they the Mapittrates 
antéafonably ‘obftiniate were ban the Citic, Bar 
, whereas you fay hee is the firft that you can finde that main- 
tis before your eyes, and 
you fhall find and Athanafius pleading: the right 
is) of Infants to the Kingdome of heaven upon‘Covenant ho- 
| ome, ers aptilme to come 
mcihon, and divers of them pleading 
the Jewes Infants right to 
Covenant-holinefle: finde even the Pelagians 
acing for it, fecundum fen- 
or Antiguity; as to fay, 
4 Yonica Bnd snot mich above 100. yeers ald, fo 
| that thould norhave judged it convenient to have 


LatineCharch for Infamt-Baptifine. 
could my felf,buthave alfo{ which I 
thinke of my ve what i¢ 
madeufe of my friend whois better verfed in writings 
then I am, lek the truth in this matter of prattife might 
fuffer chrough my weaknefle, who have bot leafure 
nough inttethele Auehors now and then, 
occafion. Yet had it been’ needfull, I could 
teftimonies out of the te 
you pproved Infant-Baptifme, and affir- 
dint do che place of Circumicifion, 
the Author of the Booke De Vocatione Gentium, Gb. 1.cap.7 
Cyril. Alexandrin. in Levis. lib. Preshpser Levit, 


lib.2. and man 
in this earch I find, that the Aricients did not 


as 


not baptized wi great 
chis pointin his Homily of the 40, Mareyrs, he faith of one 
Uden ar’ Ta ide auen; He was baptized nos by another (or 
the faith of another in busin bis 
evone blood. Here Baptifme by water was 


lalfo who were no Martyrs, 
oe without blood or water: and i 


a 
whom I on ond 
did retra® his opinion 
was not Abfo Martyrdome 
faffice without Baptifine, ‘nay faith and converfion 
of the heart M or Bap- 
tifme, in-cafe aman werecaft imo fach hts, that hee 
could not be made of Baptiltne; Etiam atque etiam 


eanfiderans iavegio (Gaith 
| Corifti 


They conceived that Martyrs ART ne with their 
blood, and therefore might bee faved though they - were 


for 
ne poffe fupplere, fed: etiam 
dem conver fionemque cordis, fi forte ad 
Bapti{mi in anguftiis temporum faccurri non in his fife 
booke De Baptifmo contra Donatifias ; obferve that hee faith, 
etiam atque etiam confiderens, Ge. and therefore I told you 
this was his judgement upon | fecond 
mature tion. 

And when this poi te ages, the 
Church tooke notice of this Retractation, Bernard “difcour. 


fes upon this in his -77.Epiftle; and proves. 
out of Ambrofé'and ca invifible fan@ifi- 


cation was fufficient-to falvation out a participation of 
the vifible Sacrament. Invifibilem fenttificationem qui- 


profuiffe fine viftbilibus Sacramentis 
fia alone faith hee, (that is ‘with- 

) & fidfficiem to faloation, and nothing but 
ra for though Adartyrdome, faith Bernard there, may fupply 
Dapiifme, wee muft not conceive that the | 
but thefaith of 


I this of  Infamm-Baptifme 


| 
ai 
Bernard, anore askient chen: your Walefridue Strabo) quia 
ipfius pondus babs, is alfocleare and evident, 
: that after this opinion prevailed, Infant-Baptifme was not 
rejected, and therefore you areextneamely miftaken in this 
: point. Now if (inthe = of the ancients) mien of 
4 growne yeers might bee without: Baptifate, if they 
wereeither converts, or Martyrs, why may not ele& In- 
4 fants who are certainly fan@ifed, bee mace happy without 
they have deen made by the fpirit of 
a Thirdly, you may fee that.in pleading for this univer- 
fall pra&ifé,.1. {peake no .londer_then, other Reformed 
|| = 


as no ancient thas not ac 
Baptifme conflantl) adminifired 


-pell was not preffed as a 
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perpetually obferved in the Chriftian Church, for there 
e thad Infani-~ 
the Apoftles,. 
4. That notwithftanding all this evidence I have brought 
from Antiquity, I build as little upon Antiqnitie as 
any other man. I acknowledge what learned Rivet {aich 
to be very true, that Tradition in moft points uncertaine,and 
therefore he that will build fare muff build upon the Scripture: 
Proinde veniendum erat ad argumenta ex Scripiuvis ; 
que firemnon evincant,frafira tradtionem advocabimus. Ani- 
madv. in Arnot, Grotii in Caffandrum, Art.o.Pag.71. And 
would have you and every Reader to remember, that I 
doe not build my faith upon humane Traditions in this. 
Argument, nor did the ancients build upon humane tradi- 
tions in thisthing: thevery Pelagiansthemfelves acknow- 
edge it upon this ground. Parvalos baptizandos effe cunce- 
dunt (faith AugufFine of the Pelagians) qwi cuntra authorita~ 
tem univerfe Ecclefie procul-dubio per Dominum et Apoftolos. 


traditam, venire non poffunt, lib. depeccat. merit. et Remiff. 
cap.26.Nay,they were forced totheir owne prejudice to 


know that Infants were baptized feewndum regulam 
verfalis Ecclefe Evamgelii fententiamJib, cont. Cele ft. & Pe~ 


lag. Now that which was prefled from the {cope of the Go= 


acknowledged by the#elagians to euni- 
eiChoch, according to the rule of the Gofpell, was 
not built upontradition. I will therefore clofe up.my te. 
ftimonies produced out of the ancient writers, with that 
favoury paflage of learned €alvin, in his Inftructions a- 
gainit the prilts; Ceterums minime pron. 
bando nos Amicquisas ate barf ith 
hee) #0 borrow iquity for Gof this point 


is farther then thej 
on the tr 1 know pa that as 


she cusftome of men doth net give authority tothe Sacrament, fo tbe 
wfe of the Sacrament cannot bes {aid to beright, and regular, be~ 


| 


PART IL 


Av ee one of Antiquity for the 
| Infants, [follow youin that which 
you arepleafed to make the fecond part of my 
, which you call prejudices againft Anti- 
pedo-baptifts, from their noveltie and es. 
Where, firft, you blame me for [ceking by prefacing 
a briefe touch of the Amabaprifas carriage in Germa- 
ny, to create in op Audie: 
To which I anfwer, thaeI yet never learned that a bricfe 
fetting downethe Original Hiftory and State of a Contro- 
verfie, or the weight and confequence of it, thereby the more — 
to ingsBe the Readers attention, was againft any Rule or 
Lawo it werea 


faule, talerit Gracchos? You 
Way, Or. 


ule onely to ¢ with Proofe,and with 
Argument: you bow ofall ‘other thould fuch a 
peccadillo, and might very well have over what ci- 


‘ther my felfe or Dr. Featiies Froatifpice, or Mr, 


—_ 


| | Reply to 
Seat. 1: 
Anfw. 
Ver Jet recervea any anh tn Of jour 
| ted thas though you allowed me but a mometh, yer 
your booke a whole yeere and throughout your 
whole Treatife firive te make an oftentation of reading, and 
put abundance of feeffes and jeeres upon them who areof a 
to you, and feeke.to Toade the opinion 
you againit as if ic carried a2 hind of mifchiefes.in the 
4 wombe of it. All which things you know well enough are 
‘a totake thepeople; but have no weight with them who 


were for 
his expreflions might feeme to bee lyable co, of exception 
inthiskind. 

In your fecond Se&tion you blame mee for two things, Reply to 
firft that Lgave you no mort light out of Augufiine, to Set 
they were that queftiened Pedo-Baptifme in bia dayes, 

“ you bave fearched and cannot finde any, the Pelagians you ac- 

knowledge oppofed it notghe cuftome was fo univerfall,and eftee- 

med fo fared that they durft not oppofe it. 
All the further light I te give in i. ere of no 
greater confequenceis, thatif you cannot finde any in An- 
dayes who gueftioned it, 1 am contented you fhall 

Secondly, youblameme for making fuch a leape from Au- 
66 time,to Bahtazzar Pacommitanus,a if be were the firft 
whereas you alledge many who oppofed it 400, 
& yeeres before bistime. Towhich I anfwer, I fayd not hee 
was thefirlt whofe judgement was againit it, but the firk 
that made an bead again{t #, or a divifion Cor Schifme) in. 
-theChurch aboutit. It is pofliblemen may hold a private 
opinion differing from the received dof&rine, and yet ne- 

But letus examine your inftances; you “ sledge the fa- 
mows Berengarius at one. 2. The Albi 3. Out of Ber- thers and Lu- 
you mention anutber nameleffe S 
 cenfis, changes tbe fame upon the Petro-Bra 
Toall which-I anfwer,firit, in general. That:(thelein- 
ftances of yours haying occafioned mee to make a more dil- 
ligens fearch into the doétrine andpraftife of thofe middle- 


Anfw, 


fians. 


times between the Fathers,and the of Reforma- 
tion in Lesbers time) I dare confide 
have an hard tadketo prove ont of any Ors, 
that there were any company of 'men before the Anabap- 
tiftein Germany, whe rejeffed the baptizing of Infants ont of 


the confeffion of their faith bly fome private man might 
doe it, dere few chat any or 

Cif you will fo call them) have ever denied ithe Jaw~ 
falnefle of baptizing of Infants: produce if you can any 


4. Petrus Chania- therwere for 
Baptizing 


e 
- 
> 
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The middletimes between Augufine and Luther, 
sof thei® confeffions, “alledge any A&s of any Councells 
where this doérine was charged upon any, and condeny 

‘.’ ned in that Councell : you know, the generalitie of the vi- 

fible Chriftian world’ was in thofedayes divided into the 
followersof the Beaft, and the {mall number of thofe who 
followed the Lambé,who bare witnefle to the truth of the — 
Gofpel in the: times of that Antichriftian Apoftafie, thefe 
were called by feverall names, Berengarians, W aldenfes, poore 
men of Lyons, Albingenfes, Catharifis, Petr-Brafians, and {c- 
verall other mames,as:may bee feene book . 
of the Succeflion and State of the Chriftian Churches. - 
Now all grant that the Church of Rome, even in tliofe 
dayes, owned the baptizing of Infants, and fo did al/ tho/e 

perfecuted Companies or Churebes of she Chriftiens, for any 

thing I can findto the contrary. Sevérall : Catalogues of 

Viber defue- their confeflions and opinions | finde in feverall Authors, 

ceffionecap-6. ‘and more perticularly in that. forenamed bouke De faeceffio- 

ne Chriftianarum Ecclefarmam. But not any one of then: de- 

Mac. this pointschey indeed denyed any Sacrament to con- 

Gap. col, -verfaries would | yto their; charge that;they, denied 

4205. tiam Baptifmi, the grace of Baptifme: And others of them 

*tlenyedithe crumperics that went along with Baptifme in 
fares charg at they Ia at the Baptifme of 

Infants: but fican finde none who.layd to their charge fin- 

>. ply thasthey idehyed the lawfulnelle. of of In- 

‘ fantsyexcept fuch who alfo charged them with Ma- 

ichei abominable doGrins & praCtifes, which 


4 beleeve thi utterly bho 3 ning tendes more 
‘fallyto manifeft theirdofrine.zhen their, owne' confefi- 
Bahazzar Li- ONS) one whereof was publithed by Bakezxar Lidiue which 
dius,T oma. was prefented to Vladiflaus King of Hungary their A 
-Pag.285<5¢- Topic and defence of their do&trine, a 
of the ter wherein they. aflert arid prove Baptifme 
|  Waldenfes. Hib, hecontelion ofthe Faborites hath nota. word founding - 
3,C4p.3.p.19. ~againitit.- finde alfoin the Hiftory of the W aldenfes,. this 
is feedowne among the calumnies unjuftly 


were for Infant Beptifine: 


That abey the Baptifine of Infanss, for which: Bernard ig. 
cited in his 66. Hom, but ofthis they are purged 
ont of their writings; and there the ground and occa~ pag.rs, 
fion: of i this errour to them is: ed line 15. Lib.cap, 6.pag. ~ 
Time it that baving been conftrained fome 100. yeers, Orc. 
The fame Author in the third partof his:hiltory, ary 
ly fets downe the dodrine of the Waldenfes and: 
and among other things concerning Baptifme, tye 
this: And whereas Baptifime Congres 
we prejent iurcbildren in Baw 
1if mew hich tbey ought t0 doe, owe 
Walden ainit the fits 
im ome of the Lo¥ards, he 
and that: Baptifme was to no 
adminiftred to them, ft¢andum ritum qums fervat 
i but he imputesit not to Wicklefs followers in ge~ 
alcribes it tofome Lofards of the Highlandsin 
Scorlond, fomefew of the Disteffe of Norwich,and yer in 
the fame place confefles hee had feente none of their 
tothat purpofe,nor knew what their grounds were, 
onely had tranfiently heard that they ufed prodac 
1 Cor. Fe Santtificatus eft, Pe. 
-2« anfwer to your particular Berengarin it V fher de Suc 
istrue that Deoduinus Leodienfts tooke it up common 7 
fame, andupon his credit Guitmund Archbilhop ‘of Averfé 37 Berengeriam 
relates it: But faith Bifhop U/ber, in fo many held a= ctearedfrom 
ating, wee never find per of this nature Anabaptifme. 


thofe toholdthat Baptifme ot 
ad falutem, held nothing but this,that 


doth not ace eX 


The fame terves 
ia thar nether i hisbooke de Origine bigenfes, yc. 
when he fets. downe their ‘nor the clearedfrom. 

Magdeburgenfes, who out of an ancient Manufcript relate 
their do&rines,no nor William Reynolds in his Calvino-T ur- | 
he indeavoursto reproch ‘them, layes any 
conteion 


65 
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66 The middle times between Auguftine and Luther, 
V pubifupr. ca. faith ofthe Albingenfes recorded by Hoveden doth enough, 
8.5¢é#.34  andmorethen enough owne the baptizing of Infants. Tis 
* ~~ geue,Berward in the place cited by you fayes of thofe Anony- 
mous whom he wrote againit,(who were no other 
then fome of the Waldenfes) Irrident nos quts baptizamus In- 
fantes, and the reftof the DoGrines which you mention, but 
-withall in the fame place charges‘them with Manechtifine} 
and relates how the peo 


ple threw them into the water as if 
they were witches, and when they would not finke they fell 
them with ftches and killed them; and if you 
ernard {landered them in thefe two /aft, you will forgive 
the Reader if he beleeve that he did no leffé in the otber, 
And asfor what Petrus Claniacenfis writes againtt Peter de 
Bruis and his fucceflour Henry, the truth is, thefe two men, 
did for 20. yeers together fo. much {pread the Do&rine of 
the Waldeufes, and {o plague the Bi Miters, and the 
Monks bellies, that I wonder notthough they charged any 
wespen them whichrmight make them odious tothe peo- 
ple. He who reads that rayling booke of Petras Cluniacenfis, 
-will find that he acknowledges mott of what he layes to their 
chargeto be upon the report of others, and layes this for one 
of their Articles,that Children whoo died before they could atiual- 
beleevespere damned, and that: they. ‘would have Chur- 
demolifoed, and incouraged to pull them duwne; and 
~. that common fame gave out that they condemned all the 
Latine- Fathers, and not onely excluded the L.atine Doéors 
€ Cathedra Dottorage,; but ¢ regno Celorum; that they did nor 
beleeve the Prophets, Apoftles, nor Chrift: him- 
And. no marvaile that 'thele opinions fhould bee 
charged upon them, though they held them -not,. fee- 
ing wee find this ‘particular charged upon Lather, Calvin, 
and Begaswho did all in {pecial] manner this errour: 


V7 

Yok So that untillyou or fome otherdoe. out of owriecon- 
Libacep, fgllion,or fome: other’ inypartiall, and authentique ‘Regifter 
103 givebetter evidence then yet you have dorie; thall: beleeve | 
| that this dotrine of oppofing the baptizing of the Infants 
of beleevers, is an Innovation ino anciehter ehen:the-Ana~ 
baptilts in Germeny ; concerning whofe praftifes ‘wee Dow 
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An your out OF To Sel 
{hall not ftay the Reader becaufe. your 
is not samtis I deny not but Niebolaus Storch, 

Stnbner, and T bomas did bring it Grit upon 

1§21, or 1522, and that by A/umeers do- 
fad fedition was raifed in the upper Germany; 
people, but becaule this Baltazar Hub- 
enue Pator of the a Towne neere 
for learning, ofan 
active uurbulent fpirit, one who both by preathing-and 
writing much fomented their way,& -was in very great repute 
among them, I feared not (as others havedonebeforeme) _ : 
whofe feditious prattifes, do&rine, recantation, Apoftafie, 
and miferable death, for which he was efteemed.a Martyr 
by his followers, -I might out of many Germane writers ea~ 
ye if] affetted a needleffe oftentation 


upon occafion of the name of Anabap- 


To 


may 
ce the repetition of Baptifine are infufficien 
as much for baptizing of Infants ,as AGs 19. 596 affords for 
wtreat anend with you, | 
the A/arcionites and /Etians, 


next wee veyour Arguments to wful- 
fulneffe o whine you doe, I alfoto fhew 


Pharifees 
may not be a oft a wee 


of the: word, or oft 


In this Seétion 
tifme, and reiterat 
© beene baptized rightly to be baptized againe : and afterward 
°° in your third part Seck, 12. you profeffe you are mot fatisfied, 


68 Rebaptizasion of fach.xs are | 
foanld indeavour te mortifie our corruptions? In thie meane tine 
Wide Vo fhalltell you fome ofthe reafons which 
Thefes de, sighed the Orthodox Church in all ages. 


but once,thé into Chrilt, which is 


bapti- donebut once; the Sacrament of our into 'the 
though many o rivi are 

andaugmented, yet) we have but one admifion tothem. : 
any mention,direftly or by confequenice, of any re- 
oe tt it, norany order taken about it; whereas in the 

ae tution: nor in any of thethoufands baptized i 

as wererightly baptized, no‘ not - 

them had played the. Othe of the 
Corinthians and many others, And mee thinks-this Argu- 
move yom is,that nothing fhould 
about the Sacraments; but: what wee have cithér 
tly Baprifine fucceeds Circumcifion; wei was but once 
nor t0 be adminiftred any more, as iscleare to 


of ° herethe Ghott is 


Gilgel, becatfe.all the Cirtumcifed were dead; 
ting tharhad they beem Circumcifed it fhould not 
bore donc againe, 'Belide; by Gods inftiution ix: was 
tied tothe eighth: day and! undefle. your “can ’-find 2 
eighth day after the birth betide the fatty 
bee ic from being a breach: ob the 
I 


-Fouithly, 


A 
i} 
¢ 
- 
~ 
7 
-~ 


thefe things have with you I know NOt ; indi 


ons Reader will confider-ot themes!) 
But whereas you adde: shat af for 
she controverfie at a end give me leave to 
thatI perceive.afmall Argument would fatisfie you if 
wee could but once gaine your good will- Astwill eafily ap- 
peare by ferious| examination ‘of ithe lenfe of that place, 
A&.19. which is feemes fatishies' you for'rebaptization Aa.19:5 56. 
¢, Interpreters differvery much coricerning the vindicated . 
of deat bat none oftheir expofitions doe in fom favoring 
any favour that opinion , that: fich as were once 
rightly baptized may, be which‘T thus manifeft; 
very many Interpreters doc judge that thofeewelve Dilci- 
leswere not baptized,in: ‘that place, and: they ‘make the 
sabe they in the name 
Lor » to bee apartet Pauls fpeech, not of Lxkes 
1¢ Hiftorian, and then thé fenie is-this, when thafe twelve 
men, had told were baptized with Fobns Bap~ 
tiime,. Paul ; upon him to to explaine to ‘them What de Baprifino 
Fobns Bapalme wass; namely that Jobns miniftry did’ firft foban.pag 40,2, 
exhort men to repentance; and then that they fhotild be- O° 
of who.would give allthen: who: beleeved in 
of shehaly Ghotty: wihich after Fobn ‘had ‘fuf- 


‘ad fo having 


pprove and o obs 


hishands and then the holy Gh Ghol inn. 


acknow 
nm 


Bith ops baprized fiigh as had formerly-been baptized by-He- 

reticks, bus it was onely, they thought the’ Bapri(ine 
rian thef welve Dilcinies were ther Daptizec 2 
er Paul haddone,t 
wore 
| 


Rebapticntion of fuck as ure 
namejand notinto; Chrifts: and fo their baptifm was a 
lity; oratleatt, if they were baptized into Chrifts name,yet 
they were not inftrudted in theright faith of the Trinity, 
of lefus Chrift, his perfon, gifts; and offices; and fo cor 
fequently that their faith and Baptifme were deficient in 
{ome fundamentall.and effentiall things ; andthis way go 
they were rightly ized Wi $ Daptifme , and yet 
baptized'againe by the Apoltle Paul; becaufe they 
thinkthat Jebn’s baptifme, and did really differ , 
and that the Lord would havethem re baptized, who were 
baptized.with' Jobn’s baptifme'onely but not them who 
were baptized with Chrifts. ». And this Way generally goc. 


3 the Papiits:znow whichfoever of thefe'you take, here is no 


colour of rebaptizing of fuch who were rightly baptized 
with Chrifts baptifaie: and indeed, whivever cohfiders the 
Text, mutt needs grant thavifithey were re-baptized, it was 
becaufe of the, deficiency of the bapeifm which they had re- 
cieved.P axl] demands of them, ‘Have-you received the holy 
Ghoft fince you,were baptized? They anfw.The holy Ghoft! 
what ,meane you by theholy Gholt ? weenever fo much as 
heard:whether there be-an holy 
you then baptizedinco ? «what-ftrange' kind of bap* 
gifme have youreceived? -what Doétrine, or Faith were 
_ you inftrudted in; before. your baptifme? if you never fo 
muchas Doth not this - 
plainly hold forths that-if they were rebapelged.it was be- 
canle; sheie former baptifineobe 
"Truly, Six, I conceive you mighveafily be perfwaded,: that 
there areat lealt as good grounds for Infants 
this Ad, 19. affords fosre-baptizing of as have! been 


t 


tery mach woader at your 
famme pf | of what TWiake 
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things bsppen, Reformation of abuferde denyed men 
by anorderly Synodieall: way; iand the perfors; feek¢:it 
“© claymed againft,and perfecnted Heretiquety 3. That 
“ she like things, if not tbe fame, happened among. the Nun-con- 
formifts, and fuch as fought toremove Epifcopacy and Ceremor 
Queene Elizabeths dayes; thet fome off hem grew to bee 
dangerous and turbulent’S the: Hacket; anld 
“< bis. companions proved tike that of John'a Leiden-a4 Muntter, 
“That mifcarriages, divifions, and perfecstions. brought. the 
Non-conformifts of England as low Anabaprifts, That 
Hooker bave long agoe compated the Non cons 

formift sprinciples and prattifes withthe! Ansbaprifts, | 
To which lanfwer, Firty famconfident youthew more 
good will to the Anabaptifts;then you intend ill wilagainft 
thofe worthy men who have written thefe Stories: batthe 
things have been done fo lately, and fo many agreeing: {to- 
riesare written of them, and byimen ofduch undoubted 
faith and honefty, that the things are/not to be queftioned, 
And I think you are the firft‘of’ our Divines who have fu- 
{pected them ro overlafhintheir relations... 

Secondly,. what you meane by denying Reformation to — 
them who: feek it in a Synodicall way, '&c,: hcan hardly 
gueffe: whether you intend itto excufe the Anabaptilts. in 

t,and toblame the Reformed Churches, as laying that 

tumblin g blocke-in their way. by refufing 
_ them, or whether you hint it as a warning to onr felves. 

As for them, I never readthat they fought: Reformation 
in'a regular way; or weredenyedit, before they. fell into 
thefe furies. And.asfor our felves, you arethe onely man, 
who hath p to feck Reformation Cif itmay befo 
called) in this point’; ‘the:reft of our Anabaptifts.feek not The old Nons 


toour Affen 
with {coffcs; libels, chreatnings,&c.- 
Thirdly, bucthe reft of this Seétion is tome -extreaml 


whither affettion to your canfe doth carry-yotte Sits Germany. 


> 


rightly bspriteds ay 


days, pleading - 

| againit Epifco~. 
fcandalous; when I read your odicus comparifons between Pacy andCere- 
the Non-conformifts in Queene Elizabetbs dayes, andthe monty, 
Anabaptitts in Germany; it even grieves thee to conlider, Anabaptifts in . 
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The Non-conformi fis not to be compared 
you perfwaded in your own conicience thefe: things are (0? 
The Anabaptifts in Germany role up,and with fire and{word 
downe Mapittracy, Schooles, &c. wrought: wofull 
ragediesin upper Germany, in Moravia, Silefia,Helvetia, — 
and elfewheres the like:if not the things happen 
here? What didthe Non-confoerilts sever endeavour to 
doe beyorid prayers and teares? what turbulent was 
found among thenv? ‘what were. thofedivifions. and 
nii(carriages which brought theta fo. low.? the perfecuti- 
onsdf the Prelates irideed brought’ them low; *butI pro- 
feffe Tam whollyignorant ofany.divilions; and mifcarria-_ 
oes of ‘theirsin that .:Flackes, indeed.was;a blafphe 
\. mous wretch andheeand higtwo Compahions no 
morethere were of them thatl-can oppingerjand Ar- 
shington made a noife in the City of Landon tor a few hours. 
Hatket was takenarid hanged: for -his', blafphemy, his 
two Companions laid: inc prifons. where - one ot them 
dyedsjandthe other: Gi thinke) -was,fpared in hopejof :his 
repentance But what is thisto your purpofe? what had 
Hacket to doe with the Nonconformifts, who(you know, 
ifiever youread that Stary) abeminatedhim, and would 
have nothing co doe withbimy even before he fell to thofe 
prankes hépldidity London ? Ox wherein was Hatket to bee 
compared with Jobe of Leiden; who overthrew Magittracy 
at Munfter; fetupa King of his owne Sect; plundered the 
Towne, gaveapall to Polygamies,.Adulteries, &c. 
for the parallel which you fay Whigifis and Hooker 
q 
and pra&tifes,Cander which ‘reproach you leave With- 
outipeakinig a word.in their behalfeto vindicate them.) 
that bigift and ‘Hooker abulectitiem in thefe Compari> 
f0ns:and what your aynie thould bee in fetting 


Noniconformifts were thus abufed by their Aidverfaries 5 


Seiden; Ballinger, Galvin, avenotzoe much ta bee 
relationsiof theA nabaptifie, to,;whons they 
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Ta this Sek 


giltracysif they could once get ftrength. To which youan> 


with the 73 


your quatrell is again{t Mr: ined; for To Se&. 6» 
tifts willindeavourto' imdermine Ma>- 


fwer: You take nut. Mr. Vines for a Prophet.” 


follows nots that becanfe they oppafe Pada: Mat. 
28.49.) thattberefare they will ant. of 
Rom. 12.19. That you wiiluadertake to make good 


that to prove Pedo-baptifme from the equaty and resfon ‘of Cire 
cumcifion, doth undermine much of the. Magifirzcy and 
Lawes of this Kingdome. Ebst fomeof the enemies-of 
“Anabaptifts bave oppofed fince she 


of Muncer and Munfto, jou finde neither theig 


And 2. it follows noe by 


ongthat becaufe they have oppo 
willioppofethe other, But Sir, withouta Spirit of Divi- 


Read over the whole Gangrene 
England, they até notalinott allto be: found: Doe not- 


| 


of the Germane Anabapti 


spritings’ nor attions 6. Tew 
“ bring in Callander 4 Papift, /peaking moder ately of forme 
of them. Aud to make your Reader thinkg them 


points Tou 7, referre them t0 theCompalfionate Sama. 
vitam, and the London Anabaptifis late confeffion.- 


fee how diligent and willing an advocate youare for Anfw, 
bar few of chele chings willeither help yous 7> 1,2 
ines Var 


orindurethetryall. true,Mr. Viner‘is no: Divining 


fed the one,th¢reforethey 


sation, or rieceflary confequence of reafon;when wee 
wee nay fafpect rainy weathers when we of 
{ce niultitudes of our Anabaptifts, efpecially thole of the G-rmane Ana- - 
latt edition,to have drunk in almoft all the reft-of thedregs baprifts, larely 
ifts; (1 fay) ina manner 
tepttharof ppoling Mapifteacys! may we not fearethat 
eventhat alfo would bee if they were fit for ic? 
of their opinions 

viper, Calvin, aiid others; and lately epicomiuzed Dy 

Bogiar; and fee ‘whether among our Anabaptilts 


fome of ours, a8 well 43 they, hold: blafphemous Opinions: 


aboutché Meth of Chritt? Have vor multiodes of ours 

 fwalloweddown all Arminianilm, as well as they? Plead 

the mortality of the *foule, 


not Of fot 
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"The Anabaptifis of Germany 
they? have not fome-of onrs laid downetheir Armes ontof 
opinion that even ina juft caufe warre is unlawfull? have 
not many of ours drunke in the conceits of immediate reve- 
Jations and Enthyfiafmes as much as they?doe not many of 
- ,ours conceita perfection of grace? doe they not oppofe the 
‘Chriftian Sabbath? doethey not cry downe our Miniftry 
asno Miniftry ? our Churches as no Churches? Verily one 
egge is not more like another then this brood of new opi- 
nions (lately hatched in England, and entertained among 
themwho are called Anabaptifts) is like that Spawne — 
which fo fuddenly grew up among the Anabaptitts in Ger- 


many; and ours plead the fame Arguments which thcirs 
didsand ifthey flow not from the fame Logicall ‘or Theelo- 


icall principles, it is yet their unhappy fatetobe led bythe 
yet heare not much of their hem 
ing the Magiftrates'authoritie, but if thefe men fhould in- 
creafe to much ftrength, I will not take upon me to divine, 
but I fhall pray that Mr.Vines prove not too true a Prophet, 
efpecially confidering the nature of erroneous and hereti- 
ah i cal] fpirits is to grow worfe and worfe, and not at firft 
to vent alltheir poyfon ; eventhe Anabaptilts of AZunfter 
inthe beginning of their Schifme fet forth a confeflion of 
faith every way as Orthodox as that which you mention of 
thefeven Churches of the Anabaptifts of London, in their 
Confeflion mentioned in thelatter end ofthis Section, as I 

Mr. Dury. ameredibly jnformed by a Reverend and Learned Divine, 
whohath many yeers agoe both feene and read it in Ger- 


To3e4.  Toyour third and fourth I anfwer,onely this,that I thall 

waite untill youclearethem, as being not able out of my 

{mall judgement and Reading to conjecture either what 

as proofes you can bring for the one,or example for the other: 

, Ii | you who make your felfe merry with Mr, Vines his. Logick, 

will thew your owneto'bee fi inent whén you make 

confequence good, that p baptizing of Infants 

from Circumcifion of Infants, overthrows nmch of the 
Magiftracy and Lawes of E 

Bur your fifth feemes very itz 


ge» thas youcannot finde, 
\ that 


| 
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notto be extufed framoppofing Magiftracy. 
that fince Munfter and Aduncer the Anabaptifts in Germa- 
ny have either by writing or a&tion made any oppofition 
ainft magiftracy : as for their aftions, they have of 
old paid fo deare for their infurreftions, that wee have 
not lately heard of any new ones 3 but for their writings 
it is moft apparent that their bookes written by them, even 
to thisday, do conftantly defend, that though Magiftra- 
bee an Ordinance of God, as to them who are not under 
the kingdome and dominion of Chrift,* yet Chrift hath — 
putan end to it among his owne people, taken away all Ma- 
- giltracy from amiong them, thatno Chriftian cam be a Ma- 
iftrate with agood confcience, and that if Chriftians doc 
five under any fuch, they are to beare them bue as other 
plagues anc’ beborne. 
» You oppofe Caffanders moderate teftimony of fome of 
them to the Duke of Ghave a Papift, againft Mr. Vines his 
{peech before the Lord Major Londan; Caffander . 
indeed {pake favourably of,fome of their perfons,but doth 
not excufe or plead for their'do&rine or principles; and 
Mr. Panes againtt their dottrine or principles, but 
pene nothing againit the perfons of any ofthem: {0 that. 
can fee nocaule of your bringing in this long teftimony 
outof Caffander, in thefavour of Aéennoand his followers, 
but onely to fhew your good-will ro the Anabaptifts,and 
your difpleafure againft Mr. Vines,who differs from your 
opinion. One thing moreI adde concerning this AZenno 
(whom you pleade for by affanders pen) that his whole 
do&rine is as full of blafphemy about our Saviours ta 
king ficfh..of the Virgie and other Hereticall 
and abominable ftuffe, as the reft of his fellcwes, though 
I thinke his {pirit was not fo feditious as many of 


And as to your allegation out of the compaflionate*Sa- 
maritan, which indeavonrs to {peake all poflible good of 
fuch as eppofe Presbyteriall government : pleading to ob- 
taine an univerfall libertie for all their opinions, and pra&ti- 
ces, and indeavors to brand as infamous,and caift all manner 
of filth inthefaces of fuch, as indeavor sig BONO it, I 
leave fuch Lettice to cise rg like it. for what 

vit 2 you 
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To 


Anji 


ne danzeron 


youalledge outofthe London Anabaptifts corifeffion, ac- 
knowledge ic che noft Orthodox of any Anabaptilis con- 


teflion that ever { read;(although there are fundry Hetero- 
dox opinions in it) and fuch an one as I beleeve thonfands 
of our new Anabaptilis will be farre' from: owning,as any 


man may bee able to fay without a fpirit of divination, 


knowing that cheir received and ufuall. doftrines doe much 
moreagree wich the Anabaptilts m Germany, then with 
this handfull who made this confeflion herein London. 


this youi booke} and would the Lord 
plealeco.draw outthofe’ good Talents he hath given you 
in the moiisitefull ways I conceive: you nay be avery pro- 
fitable inftrument in this great worke, and I verily th'nke 


yourabilities greater thert many others, whom you fuppofe 


been imployed more eminently then your felfe.But 
pardori mes that you fadly and freely, that’ the frathe 
of ipirit which) the geniusof your booke fhewes forth 
makes me feare the.contrary, you every where manifeft 
huch height of felfe-confidence, you powré ont fuch abun- 
dance ot fcorne upon ther who thinke otherwifé then you 
doe; » you fo magifteriglly tread under foot the Arguments 
and Reafons of thofe who differ from your opinion, — 


| ne ny appeare never fo ft or evident to others; 
outo boldly call ueltion fome fe flight 
veever queltic ore you; you fo flight the Autho- 
titi¢ both of ancient and moderne writers, efpecially in 
this point,though you know the generality of all Confeili- 
ons and Harmonies Same 5 onely the Anabaptifts) con- 
currein one againit you, that unleffe God alter your pre- 
“fent temper, I fufpet this is not the trouble you are like 


‘to pus the Church untos and I affare you,very many who 


_ willingly 


| 
feventh, you firit exprefle yout good ‘affection 
| to turther Reformation; fecondly, you propound whiat 
a ‘¢ in your judgement is the belt way to promote ic In the 
| firft youare finfible of somreath and Counant, declare the fince- 
rityof your defires amd prayers to promote tt actording to the 
| 
| | Your defires; and prayers, ardintentions are holy, and 
good, well fuiting with the report I have often heard ‘of 
| | 


willingly ackriowledge your learning,and other abilities. and 
are no whit forry your booke is extant, (becainfe they con- 
thiscontrovertie may thereby receive a fuller {canning 
are extremely f¢andalized at your high and fcornefia!! {pirit. 
“¢ You propound what you coriceive is the beft wayto 
sé pr omote Reformation, and your thoughts ares, that the 
“¢ onely way to further Reformation is to begin with thie your 
darling, thecafting out this point of Infsm-B apt ifme,a point 
S which you conceive to bee a mother corruption, which carriesin 
“© ber wombe moft of tho’e abufes in difcipline’ and manwers, and. 
fome of the errorsan dottrine which’ dc file the reformed Chuy- 
ches, without whieb all after Cathechizing, Cenfieres, {eparat.- 
on, are altozether' infufficient to supply, 
the want of it. Secondly, that Baptifme therefire b tb mot tht 
« influence into the comfort and ligations of Conftiences as it 
*¢ bad of old. And thirdly, tbat the Affemblies not beginning 
with thix one great caufe why Gods bleffing dath nu mure 
‘ateompany them, whilft they wafte much time shins in- 
eonfiderable in comparifon of this,and either baftilypaffe over, . 
or exclude from examination, this which defer ver moft to bee 


examimid, 
_ Ah Sir, Howdeareandlovelyare our owne children in 
our eyes!did ever any before you conceive, fo ‘many and 
great evills to‘ follow the baptizing the children of 
beleevers? that fach Montters fhould be bred in the wombe 
of it, ar conceive that the renioving of this would bee the 
healing of all? I-verily thinke, fhoald another have {poke 
fach things of farre points, you would have called . 
theme diétates, Chimeraes, bold, affertions , and what not? 


Whether your Examen of my Sermon, and your twelve 
will prove it.to 


Arguments in your exercitation 
a corruption of Chritts inftitution ; whether the reafons 
for Pedo-Baptilnie be far fetched whether there beacleere 


inftitation of Chrift againft it, Cas here you affirme) wee 

fhall have examine in their “tal place: : 
but for th nt, fuppofe mee to grant: your poftulstum, 
oan inftitution to a wrong fubject, 


| . conte. . 


that itis an 
yet eine 


| 
2. 
Anfig 


Baptifmene dangerous 
co bee. made good, how. abufes ian 
dottrine, difcipline and manners (which you mention ) 
would be taken away if Pedo-Baptifme were removed; nay 
wouldnotthe felfe fame things. ftill bee found as. grounds 
or occafions.of the fame differences, while fome protefle 
they would baptize any,. whether Turkes or Heathens,who 
onely would make a profeflion of their faith in Jefus 
Chrilt, and then admit them to all other Ordinances,and 
not have them Excommmunicated ¢ facris,(but onely 4 privato 
confortio) though’ their lives fhould prove fcandalous;(and 
J am milinformed by good friends who know and love you | 


very well ifyour felfe incline not this jway) others would 


take the fame..courfe before Baptilnie, which now they 
doe before admitting men to the Sacrament of the Lords 
Supper, and would proceed to excommunication 4 Sucris 
as. well as privately withdraw from fuch as prove {canda- 
lous and obftinate ; yea and take themfelves bound to f{epa- 
rate from, mixtcommunions. with them, as muchas they 
doe now,, notwithftanding their admiflion by Baptime in 
your way. And inthis various manner of admitting men 
to Baptifme, and dealing with men in other paaerey 
Ghureh‘or Elderthip proceeding according to the largeneffe 
or ftrittnefie of their owne principles, I can fee nothi 
but thatthe {athe abules in difcipline and manners which 
aré now found among Chriltian people, the fame contro- 
verlies about {uch as fhould be, admitted to the Lords Sup- 
per, the fame divifionsand feparations would be found in 
the Church,which now( alas! )taketoo much place amongtt 
us. This fay,fuppoling your. Pofiu/atum were.a.truch ; But 
on the contrary ngituotto bea truth, whatia De- 
formation initead of a Reformation fhould wee bring in, in 
cafting the children of Beleevers out of the vifible Church, 
reputing them no better then Zurkes and Indians, and efpe- : 
cially doing itupon fuchgrounds, as are pleaded by/you 
andothers; which even alter the flate of the Covenant of 
grace? Atfor your fecond, I know not what influence of 
comfort or obligation upon confcience Faptiime had of — 
_old, which is not now to bee found among. Sepmwho. are 
: | ~ truely | 


| 
| | 
| 
| | 
| > 
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there 4 itution or Command in the New-Tefia~ 


Infant -Baptifme wo dangerous Doctrine. 
baptized wha) injoy not on 


che filth of the: fleth, but.the anfwer_of a good 

towards God bythe refurreétion of JefusChriftRK 
And laftly,tor what:you {peake of the Affembly, I im- 


pute it to your prejudice, and extreame dotin 
owne opinion, that you thinke this Poimt mo 


upon your 
worthy of 


their examination, andto: your mifinformation (to {peake 
no worte) thst they wafte much time about things inconfider able 


in comparifon, or that they exclude this from Ex.smination, or 


feeke to ftop it from any Tryall, or tht they baftily paffe it over » 


This isa very bold charge which you yive upon the Affem- 
bly in the face of the world: What evidence have you for 
this? unleffe Compaffienate Samaritan bee Auther- 


tick with you? The Apoftlecommands Timorby not to receive - 


au aceu{ation againft an Ebder unk ffe it bee under two or three 


witneffet, But for one man tocattthus much filth in the face 


of an'Affembly of Minilters is very high, and favours little 
of that or meeknefleto which you did fometimes 
pretend. How farre the bleffing of God (who hath not hi- 


therto altogether left us,notwithftanding our unworthines) 


doth and will accompany the endeavours of the Affemblysit is fitto 
leave to himfelfe, who gives increafe to Pauls planting and 
Apoll’s wateringaccording to his good pléafure. Butas for 
their fhutting out the due examination of this Point, youare 
wholly miftaken ( though they have returned no anfwer 
to your paper.) It is rue Casi told you in the beginning) 
that wee arefhut upby Ordinance of Parliament from an- 
fwering any private mens Papers or Bookes without leave 
from the Houfes ; bus I dare {peake it in the name of the 
mbole Affembly, that they would bee glad you were admit- 


for the Religious obfervation of the Lords day, and this of 
Infant-Baptifme, you fir make your felfe merry with my 
that all who reje the baptizing of Infamss, becanje 


ely the putting \away 


ted to difpute al] your greunds among them. bers od 
which containes a comparifon 8. 


betweeve the evidences held out in the New Teftament — 


> 


| 
4 
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of the Lords-day: But I am 
They deesand they. maftapon ne Principles: (ifithey be 
their Principles) reje& theone as well ‘as the other. 
And though-I mant the ykill:zeb)ch firme otbert bave to p'ead for 
rhe Lordday; yer Lfuppote you fhalttind I have skill enough 
to inake goods. Phat there is a0 more'expreffe Laftitutinn cx 


‘Comyn sndin the’ New-Fefhament for the Lords: day then there 


fur Tnfant- Baptifme. And whereas you alledge that fome of 
the reformed Churches reqelt the Lords day, and yet entertaine 
If int-Baptifme, and thence inferre th ut thefe to muff. not meceff:~ 
ri'y ftand andfall, bee received und rejethed togerber. 1 antwer, 
“Fhofe Churches which doe conceive that there is an in- 
ftitution for the Baptizing of Infants, but none tor the ob- 
fevvation of the Lords day, although: herein I humbly 
conceive they are miltaken, I doube not buc it doth and 
will appeareto impartiall and tinprejudiced Readers, that 

there is fufficient evidence of an Inftication for both of 
them, though not in fuch exprefle Texts of Scripture in the 
‘New-Teftament as the Anabaptilis reqaire, and I {hall now 
examine whether you bring “any better evidence for’ the 

one, then istobetound fur theother: > 

Firlt, you fay, they meane it of pofttive murfbip, confift ing in 

omtveard rites, and not of worfbiprbich is maerall er moral, 
Anta. Butthis but a blindymeral and natwrall are not to be 
confounded; whatever worfhip is’ natdrall'may becindecd 
acknowledgedto bemorall, but notwhatevet is moral] is 
to be elteemed naturall:: 1 know youcannot bee ignorant 
of the received diltin&tion of AMfora!e Natwrale, and 
le pofitivum, and befeech you; though h Szbbath be’ gran- 
tid tobe Naturall,- yea it fhould adde; that-oneday in the 
revolution of feaven fhould bee fug yet that this-or thar fe- 
 venth day in the revolution of a weeke fhould bee obferved, 
_all grant this depends upon an Inftitution, and*hath no 
‘More moralitie in it then what can bee made out from an 
‘that’ the firit day-of' the 
fhould be the Chriftian Sabbath,. or that one 
of feaverf xbich God hath feparated to’ himéelfand had 
once exprefly fixed upon the feventh or laft day of the week, 
fhould 
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and Baptifme of Lufamts compared. 


fhould be tranflated from the laft day-to the day ofthe 
weeke, muft depend wholly upon an Inftieution, and con: 
fequently they who rejett that which depends upon poft 
tive Inftitution, unlefle its Inftitution can bee expreily 
found in the New-Teftament are as much at a loffe for the 
Lords day, asforthebaptizingofInfanss. .. - . 
Nay give me leave to adde, that in this point inqueftion, 
the advantage lies more on thishand,(I meane for Infant- 
Baptifme) becaule there is more neceflitie of clearing the 
Initinition.for the Lords day, then for baptizing of Infants, 
becaufein the one’ the ordinance it felfe, and. its inftituti- 
on is queftioned, , but in this,of Infant-Baptifme, the que- 
{tion is not of the Inftitution of the Ordinance: it felfe, but 
onely of the /ubjecé to whomthe Crdinance is tobe applyed. 
If the queftion bee betwixt Baptifme and the Lords day, 
all grant that we have clearer Inftitution for the Sacrament 
of Baptifme, then for the Lordsday : Baptife is clearly in- 
ftituted in the New-Teftament to bee the Sacrament of our 
admiiflion into the Covenant of grace, and to fucceed in 
the roome of Circumcifion, (as your felfe grant.) Now 
the onely queftion is, whether (taking this for granted) 
that baptifm fucceeds in the roome of Circumcicifion, and 
to bee applyed unto all perfons by the will of. God who are 
in Covenant with him, whether thefame perfons may par- 
take of this Sacrament, as might partake of the other, un- 
leffe thofe perfons bee exprefly fet downe in the New-Te 
ment; I hope in the judgement of all indifferent men, a 
queltion about the perfonsto whom an ordinance is to bee 
applyed,is a queftion of a farreinferiour nature to that que- 
ftiort, whether fuch a thing pretended to be an Ordinance 
have any Inftimtionatall or not, It’s one thing to invent 
anew Ordinance of worfhip, another (and that of inferiour 
rank) to miftake in fome of the perfons to whom an Ordi- 
nance isto be applyed. In fome of the ancient times the 
Lords Supper was given to Infants, and carried to fick per- 
- fons when abfent, to teltifie their communion with the 
Church : I cakethem both for errours, but yet not for er- 
rorsofthe like nature with new 


~ places alledged by you concerning tlie 


The evidence for the Lords day, 
fay againe, there is a great’ difference betweene bringin; 
ina new Ordiriance, and applying it to thefe or thefe th 
fons, efpecially, when the queftion is not of the perfons 
in generall, who are the fubjet matter, ( as whether 
men or Angels, men of beafts but whether men of fuch an 
age or of fuch a Sex.Sir,to my beft underftanding, thefe two 
gueftions are not parallell, a juft parallell queftion to this 
of Infant-Baptifme would be fuch a one as was oncedifpu- 
ted betwixt Mr. Bifield and Mr. Brerewoed,viz. Taking it 
for granted, that by a cleare Infticution, the Lords day 
fucceeds in the roome of the old Sabbath, whether yet 
thefame perfons are tied to keepe the Lords day, who of 
old were tied to keepe the Sabbath, unlefle thofe parties 
were mentioned in the New-Teftament, as whether fer- 
vants as well as their mafters, the fameholdshere. 

All thisT e not as any whit doubting that there is 
as cleare evi for Baptizing of Infants, as there is for 
the religious obfervation of the Chriftian Sabbath, not- 
withftanding the latterfeemes to require fuller evidence 
“Your gives you as little advantage,you 


‘fay that Apoft example which bath not a meere temporary 
enough to prove an Inftitution from God, to wbich 


‘that prattife doth relate , efpecially ben fuch examples come to 
‘bee backed with the conftant pratt ife of all Churches in all ages. 
then you bring in Pauls preaching at Trow, the collettions 
the irft day of tbe weeks in the firft of the Corinthians and 

fixtecnth, the mentioning of the Lords day, Revel. 1. : 
Sir, I againft none of all this tobeea part of that 
evidence which wee have for the religious oblerva- 
tion of the Lords day, but I dare confidently fpeake it, — 
that out of thefe you can never evince more { laying all 
things together’) to prove the Infticution of the Lords day, 
then I have done ft rthe lawfulnefle ofbaptizing of Infants; 
and I appealeto all learned Readers, whether the many 
bookes written of Jate againft the Inflitution of the pm 
day, give not as fpecious and planfible anfwers to thefe 
Aitian Sabbath, 
as 


| 


and B aptifme of Infants compared. 
as yours are. agai ft Infant-ba i me (alth they have 
received fufficient cleare and folid pl 
under their feet all arguments taken from thefe examples, 
with as much confidence and fcorne, as your felfe doe that 
which Iand others have named for Pzdo-Baptifine. And 
as for the eapprennere which you bring out of the conftant 
practife of the Churches for the religious obfervation of 
the Lords day in ftead of the old Sabbath : I earneiily defire 
re in your next to produce as many of the ancients to 
re witnefle to that truth, as I havedone in thispoint 
for Pedo-Bapti(me, and I promife you, you {hall receive 
my hearty thanks among the reft of your Readers; in the 
the orp e whether not 
t a moity of that for the Baptizing of Infan 
which you have done for the Lords day. " oy 
Further, whether you have not abufed your reader info 
confident averring that there are no fout{teps in Antiquity for 
Pedo-Bapti{me, till the erroneous conseit of giving Gods grace by it, 
o the neceffity of tt, tv fave an Infant frome perifbing fome bundreds 
of seers after Chriffs Incarnation, is eafily to bee feene by what 
Thaveat largé produced inthe former part of this treatife. 
Laftly, your tedious dilcourle.of that dangerous principle of 
framing additions to Guds worfbip by Analogies of our owee 
making without warrant from Gods Wordsl defire you to apply 
it to them whodo fo,I no further make ule of it,then I 
Gods Word togoe along with me: Whether beleevers Infants 


are confederates rwith their parents imtbe Covenant of Grace,comes 


afterwards to be. examined; .the reft of this Seftion being 


ing at a phraft or expreflion which your felfe be= 
fal#, may palle with a Reader, 
I paffe over as worthy of no further anfwer, aan Sodie 
_ this oneword,, that though it bee not fafe to reafon bare- 
ly from, eventsof things, .yet it well becomes us thankful- 
-Iptotake notice of Gods bleffing upon his owne Ordi- 
nance, andthe more earneftly to contend for that which 
God. .is. pleafed fo mercifully to accompany with his 
| 
Seftion you concurre with mee ix 


condeme To Ge 


Ansi-pade-baptifts leave Infants of Beleevers 
ing it awicked prattile tefeperatefrom minificy and commu- 
in by veafon of this difference in opinion,’ and 


shat the making of upon thefe grounds contrary unto €bri- 


Te Seé&, 10, 


of Pado- Baptifme.t anfwer,onely this,had you not bin ftartled 


flian Chariie: and I as willingly conaurre ‘with you in 
what you fay in the latter part of this Se&tion, that godly 
Minifiers and otber Chriftians foowld not by ufage of their 
brethren in flirring up ‘batred in Magifirates and people againft 
shem, caft firumbling blocks in their'mway, thereby to alienate dif- 
fenting bretbren fromthem: but for what you fay in the middle 
of this Se&tion,thas this is not the evill of 
I anfwer, I conceive it flowes from the principles which 
moft of the Anti-pzdo-baptilts do conceive (though pof- 
fibly all (and your felfe for one have not wholly embra- 
ced them) for ifyou pleafe to take and to eompare thefe 
three principles of theirs together. ‘Firft, members are ad- 
ded to the Church by Baptifine,and not otherwife. Second- 

that fuch as are not baptized according to Chrifts In- 

itution, their Baptifine nullitie. Thirdly, that, be- 
caufe the Baptifme of Infants is not clearely held out inthe — 
New Teftament, itis therefore not warranted- by Chritts 
Infticution, but contrary to it,’ and then tell mee what fol- 
lowes lefie then this, that norie fo’ baptized are Church- 
members, & confequently can performe no a&s of Church- 
members, and that therefore our Churches are no true 
Churches, our Miniftry can bee no true Miniftry, and 


therefore a neceflitie of feparation from us. What you add in 
the end of this Se&ion, that .a paflage in one of iny Ser- 


mons about the hedge whieh ‘God bath fer abuut the Com- 
mandement bath been one caufe of your ftartling at this point 


before, there is nothing in. that fpeech could have moved 
u; and when once you have manifelted that Baptizing ‘of 
ants doth breake downe the hedge which God hath made 
about'the fecond Commandement, I bee ftartled? with 
you, and nottillthem, 
Inyour tenth and Se&ion, wherein you undertake 
to anfwer that paffage in my Sermon, that the opinion 
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inthe fame condition with Pagans, 

the felfefame condition with Turkes and Infidels, you an- 
{wer feverall things: wherein I plainely perceive you can- 
notdeny what I afhrme, and yet you areJoath to grant it : 
you fay, firft, Cyprian with bis 66, Bifbops doth the fame,which 
have formerly fhewed will not follow out of the words of 
of thatEpiftle : fecondly, you fay, M4r. Rathband pleading 
that {uch Children whofe Anceftorsin any generation were faith- 
full may lavefully bee acconnted within Gods Covenant, grants the 
fame alfo, But this no wayes followes without extreame 
wracking thofe words im any Generation. I fuppofe your | 
felfe doth not thinke thofe words, Exod, 20.5. were inten- 
ded to intimate that all the children in the world, who came 
from Adam or Noah were included in the Covenant of grace, 
nor doe I conceive youbeleeved Mr. Rathband to thinke fo. 
For your owne opinion you declare it thus; 1. You know 
no warrant to tbinke election to reach beleevers children more then 
unbeleevers children. 2. Touknow no more promife for them then 
for the children of unbeleevers. 3. All the likelibood there is, that 
shey belong to Gods electionrather then Turkes and Infidels, tobe, 
becaufe a bave their parents and the Churches prayers, fome 
general and conditional promifes, and enjoy the benefit of good 
inftrultion and example, which pats them inte a nearer poffibility 
to bee’ beleeverd and faved, and experience fhewes' God 
quently continues his Church in their pofterity. Bus this you dare- 
mot ground upon any promife made unto beleevers a [uch, for 
you foould incurre 6 by challenging promife 
whichGod doth net many of the pefterisie of godly 
parent very wicke j a 8 J IG 
To'all which I anfwer, -firft, in generall, that to nty un- 
derftanding you here clearely yeeld the Infants of belee~ 


vers to bee in the fame condition in reference to the Cove- 
nant of gracé, which the Infants of Turkesand Indians 
arein, no moré promife forthe one then for the other: 
which fo oft as you ‘confider, mee thinkes your fatherly 

bowels to your owne children fhould bee moved within 
you. Secondly, I anfwer, firft, to that of elettion, stag 


[peeeh that experience foewing thas God fr cominnes 
omen ould one 
3, 
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Antipade- baptifps Leave Infants of Beleevers 


make you thinke Gods ele&tion lies more among them then 
among others, th wee can bee certaine of'no one of 
thens in particular.. Secondly,! what promifes are made to 
beleevets children more then to Turkes, and whether 4bra- 
bams promife reach them,fhall God bee {cand 
place. Thirdly,as to that which you fay, that the 
children of beleevers are ina more hopefull way, becaufe 
of their parents prayers, inftructions, examples, &c. and 
fome generall and conditionall promifes which puts them — 
in amore poflibilitie; I anfwer, this is nothing to the 
children which die in their Infancy, nor fecondly, any 
more then children of Pagans enjoy’ whofe lot may 
fall to be educated by Chriftians; but no more ile b 
your do&rine for the one thenthe other. Thirdly, whereas 
you affirme that General, Indefinite, and Conditional promifes 
prove that there is more comfortable likeliloved that the cbil- 
dren of beleevers ave ekeBed by God rather, shen the children of 
Turkes.. 1 replys 1. Youdoe noe, 
miftsare, 2.\I wonderthat you fhouldinferre election from 
conditionall promifes, Did God ever fay cp pe will 
performe thefe and thefe. conditions, then. I will regene- 
rateyou, give youa newheart, aud put, my. dpicit within 
you?’.32 Ifshepromite of regeneration, bee not conditio- 
nall then youmuft fay that there is fome comfortable likeli- 
ere be any thing ati- 
on promifed, there can be,no- comfortable likelihood 
of the ele&tion of a child gathered froma promife of any 
leaves.-a-child in an naregenerate eftate, But 
admire that fpeech of yours, where you feare 
fhould incur; blafphemy, by challenging a promile which 
not keepe, of be- 
Jeavers prove wicked; I befeech you sell me, was it not fo 
among Abrabams polteritie? and. yet you grant Abrabam 
hada: peculiar promife which wee have now might 
they without blaiphemy plead that promife, .notwith- 
ftanding that promife, I be 1be God of bee and sby fee 
was not made -goatl every: one.of them?: foricis molt 
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dathe fame condirion with Pagans, . 
cleare.by the Apoftles difcourfé in the ninth and eleventh 
G to the Romans, that God was not the God of thou- 
fands of Abrabams feed, either in reff | 
ing his peop em not to enjoy fo much as 
- outward priviledges , butmade choice of Gentiles in 
their fteadsand yet I napere will not fay that God broke 
his Covenant with thofe that had the feale of the Cove- 
nant in‘their flefh; and yet were rejected not onely from {a- 
ving grace, but from outward priviledges. 

‘Next let us fee how you avoid being goared by the three 
hornes of: my Syllogi(me. I faid, all being left in the fame 
condition, 1.42 muft be faved. Or 2. all muff bee damned. 
3. God faves forme of the Infants of the of 
the Infants of beleevers peo beneplacito. After {ome difcourte- 
of the two firft of thefe,you denythe confequence: It fal- 
lows net (fay you) God may fave fame, and thoft fome may bee 
the Infants of beleevers, and none of the Infants of Turks and’ 
Indians. I¢strac,a man that will may venture to. fay {03 
and if another will, he may venture to fay, That thofé fome, 
are she Infants of Pagans, and not of Chriftians : and hee that 
_ thould fay fo, hath as good warrant for this, as you have 
forthe other, accerding to your principle. But what's this to 
~ thequeftion beforeus? I faid, This opinion leaves them all: 
in the like condition;Ome bsving no more reference to 2 promife 
then anotber. Now if you will avoid being byany of 
thefe three hornes, you fhould have that according 
to your opinion, there is {ome promife for fome of the Infants. 
of though there be none for the Infants of Pa- 
gans. But in ftead ofthewing how your dofrine 
nion leavesthem: you tellme what God may pofliblydoc 
inhia ret Counfl whichis altogether to us. 
But! perceive your felfe fafpetted this anfwer would not. 
endare the tryall: and therefore you quarrell at that 
preflion of mine, 7bat if any of the Infants, of as live-snd 
die Pagans be faved by Chriffs shen falvation by Chrifh is 
out of the Church, whereof God bath made wo promise, A> 
gainft this you except; 1. That falvation ie not carryed | 


€ 
- 
* 


Anti-pade-baptifts leave Infants of Beleewers 


thetwvifible Church, though fome Infams of Pagans fbonld. bee 
faved ‘by Chrift: lantwer, It’s trucs and Padde, Thatcif a* 
ny man hall fay, theDevilsifhould be faved'by Chrift : even 
that Opinion would not carry falvation out of the invifi- 
ble Charch. ; Bat Sir, we areenquiring after thefalvation 
ofthem to whont a promife of falvation is. mades * Now 
when you can prove that God hath made a promife, that 
he will gathera number, or hath a number whofe names 
are writtenin the Lambs book, alch ough their. Parents ne- 
ver knew Jefus Chri, nor themfelves ever live to bee in- 


ftruk&ted , may then perfwade your Reader to beleeve, 
thateven fome of the Infants of Pagans dying ‘in their In- 
far cy belong to the invifible Church : and ther, you 
mutt give him leave to beleeve thatthis an{wer is brought 
in.as afhift, onely to ferve-your prefentneed. 
- Secondly, you anfwer, bat men may bes faded iout of the 
communion of tbe'vifible Church; and you inft ance. Abraham 
called outof Chaldea; Jobin the Land of V2; \Raltab in) Je- 
richo; and yeu fay, .Hee that called thefe, may fave fome 
mong ft Turkes aud. Indians out of the viftble Chureb. 1 an- 
fwer, hopein your'next, you will alictle better ‘explaine 
your meaning: The Reader will certainlyitake this to bee 
your ineaning that as. Abrabem, Fob, and Rabab, were fa- 


ved out of the communion of the vifible Church in their ~ 


dayes: fo {ome among the Turkes and Indians may bee fa- 
ved out of i vifible.Ghurch in our 
dayes: But furely this is-not meaning, you doé not 
Job,and were out of the com- 
munion of the vifible Church, poflibly the: manner 
of their calling might bee extraordinary, .as afterwards 
St. Pauls was. -Nordoeyou beleeve that the Eunuch when 
he was returned into Erbiopis was out ‘of the Communion 


thevifible Church; :chough ‘his habitation (atleatt for 


a:while): was not among Chriftians but Infidels, 
perfwaded that you thinke all vifible beleevers to bee within 
the Commninnion of ‘the vifible. Churchy:though poflibly 
they May be hindered :frombding aétyall: Members of any 
parricular Church. I will not f muchas imagine that you 
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fame condision with Pagans, 
aitineiiel thefe threeexamples, as a Blinde todeceive your 
uncautelous Reader : and therfore I only defire you in your 
next, toletusknow your meaning plainely : and difcover 
tousthismyftery, how men may a called to fellowthip 
with Jefus Chrift, and yet have no communion with the 
vifible Church of Chi 

"what thofe 


The reft of this SeGtion, wherein you enquire 
promifesare which are aremade to the feed of beleevers, I 


fhall (God willing) give you an account of them in the 
next part of tht Sermon,whither now you call ‘me; onely 
‘I cannot but take notice of your confident’ brag -in: the 
clofe of this Se&tion, how manfully you bave entred my out- 
workes, and thereby i re your (elje to aah my walls: You 
indeed entered, and ferup your flag, but hope it appeares 
to the indifferent Reader you are great proba- 
bilitie Of getting ‘any:great {poile; unlefle my: walls 
weaker then the prairie lich ae are farre from bei 


taken 


we | “PART. Tite 


> 


J 


NEES caufe,t 
bore proceed in the examinati+ 
to the Readers: confideration, 


rming any chine’ But 


my arguments | from your exceptions. 
M Argument the of beléeving parent 


Sermon. 
to 


ne xiun be- 


grves third part of 


advantage to make your: worke: have Or; Ofche con. 


venant, 


a i probabilitie In that the queition is 

Infant, concerning whom there 3s in. the 
Scripmre}.'anddhould any tian argue agai juttifica- 

tion of Ticoogial dosing | 

nake, efpecially if hisdt mutation thould canted 2 


Anfant-Bapti{me proved from Scripture. 
of Gract, therefore are to partake of the Seale of the Covenant. - 
This Argument, becaufe I knew the tearmes of the pro- 
ions and the reafons would 
at the firft ore made no further 
The confe- profecution of untill firft had cleared five conclufions 
quence ofthe from, which it receives not onely its light, \but ftren 


argument made. which it ought not to: 
good, 


ie 


and figne. iniclall, this, firft 


» and denying both the’ propifitions you 

in this Se&tion againt : rhe fonfequence, fend 
Four frength in deny the confequence doe it becaufe 
(fay you ) if they who are federati muft be figusti, it muft bee 
fo ettber byreafon of fome wecef[ary connexton Letweene the tearmes, 
or by reafow of Gods will declared cancerning the Cavenant of Grace: 
but for neither of thefe canfes firft phere is #0 neceffary confequence 
that God gives a promife, erga be mufbyive:a feales or ia {peciall 
bad none for bis promife of bringing Tfrael 
into Canaan; Phinchas none for bis, fur the Prieftboed to continue 
in bis fami!y nor fecondly,by any declaration of Gods will Adam, 
and all the reft t0 mone, yet, and in Abrabams time 
Melcifedeck, Lot,. Fobs\ahd far family there was no 
fuuch wniver/all order or declaration of Gods will,for children under 

04 thereforeta bave fealed them, wou!d bavebeene will-worfh ip; 

focderatt in Gevenazt ple pus 
Towhich I anfwer jclearely, and firft:in. That 
Rene concerning the trath of this confiquence, the difference be- 
quence proved tweeneyouand meisnotfo muiichas you would «make the 
Ma worldbeleeve, wee differ indeed in the: tzterpretasion of the 
‘word federata, about what is meant by feingvGovenane. 
many are tobee reputed to: belong-cothe Co- 
vetiapt of grace, and. in fome:fenfe 20: bee Covenanters 


‘thabiac- 
with 
him 


| 
nee 

onely faving grace, but the: alfes ius 

| and -Chureh 


Infant proved fram Scripture, 

him, or infomefenfe under the Covenant of grace, who 
are partakers onely of the outward adminiitrations and © 
Church priviledges3yow allow noneto be under the Cove~ 
nant of-grace inany true Gofpel fnfe,. but onely fach as 
of the faving. graces of the Covenant, Whether of us are 
in the right, fhall (God willing) be tryed out in this dif- 
putes but as to che truth of the confequence, That ali whe 
are jn theCovenans of grace, eight therefore to be. part akers of the 
feale: you acknowledge morethen once, or twice, or ten 
times; forthougtt you every wheredifpute drat ‘God hath 
madeno declaration of his will concerning baptizing’ of 
Infants, yet rotundis verbis, you profeffe that if you knew 
an Infant to bee you would baptize it- And 


when [ faid, Such bavethe inward graces. onght noe to bee 
denyed the outward fagne 


ramp bapti 
ifmne; 


you 
mile anda 


9F 
but will Dat propofetion to beetrue, pag. 
142, And theprefént of perfan that which. gives righe 
tv baptifme, pag,15%. Irs granted that | 
asare inwardly: fantdified are difiples, and maymot be debarred 
mark, Infants difaples 5 and is not this in 
T bat fuch a are Covensnters, ought wut 30 be de- 
nyed the inwiall feale ofthecovenant; Now then, if Fcan prove 
that not onely fuch as are inwardly regenerate, but-others 
alfo, whether Infants.or grown men are to: RE to 
belong to tle Covenant,andthat anexternall vifible ‘right 
(in fasie vifibilis Ecclefie may be made out forany perfon or | 
perfons, to be by tis owned & received as Covenanters with 
God, you your felfe grant that the feale be, chun to 
* them and whetherthis bee fo, or not, « willing) | 
more particularly; rs I .graut with 
is noneceflary dependance between a 
feale, the addicion of a feale to a promiile is of | 
grace, as well as the promile itfelf; & if God had never 
given any Sacrament or feakot his Covenant, wee fhould 
have. had“ nocaufe to complaine of him, hewell deferves 
to bebelieved'upon his bare word. Nor 2. did I ever think 4 
thathy Gods revealed Propofition was truc in 
| 2 age 


| 
| 

| 
. 


“An‘w. to Mel. 4 
chifedeck ib. 
andiot. — 


20314. Where the a why God would 


fore; and this 


Tnfant-Baptifme proved from Scriptere. 
erofthe Church; Al Covenanters muft bee fealed, Ucarry- 
edit no higher then Abrabam: time, whenGod firft added 
this new mercy to his Church, vouchfafing a fealtd the Co- 
venant: And 3. from Abrabams time and fo forward, I 
fay it was Gods will, that fuch as are in Covenantfhould bee 
fealed with the initiall feale of the Covenant, fuppofing 
them onely capable of the feale, and no {peciall barre put 
in againftthem by God himfelfe, which is apparent in the 
very firft inftimtion ‘of an imitiall feale, Gen, 17.7, 9, 
have 
ovenant, I will eftablifh my 


them fealed is becaufe o 


Cvvenant between me and thee and thy feed after thee in their 


generations for aneverlafling Covenamtto bea God to thee and 


thy feed after thee: thom {halt my Covenant there- 
my Covenant which yee fhall keep, every 
man childe among you fhall circumeifeds and after- 
ward in the 14. the feale is; by a Mfetonymia called the 
Covenant, for that it’s apparent not onely that God com- 
manded them who were in Covenant to be circumcifed, but 
that they fhould sberefere be circamciled becaufe of the 
venant, or intoken of the Covenant betweene God 


them; and he that rejected or negleéted the feale, -is faid not 


- to breake Gods commandement , bat his covenant: {o 
that 
and fuch-as received. it, rectived it.as an evidence of the Co- 


¢the initiall Seale was added to the Covenant, 


venanty or betiaufe they werein Covenant: I therfore'con- 
cluded,that by Gods own will, fuch as enter into Covenant 
eughtto receive the feal;firppofing ftill that they were 
capable: of iti So-that to lay Circumcifion upon Gods 
compjand,and the Covenant of grace too,are well confift- 
ent together;for the command jis the of the exiflence 
of theduty; ‘but the Covenant of grave is: tlie motive to it. 

Whereas you. Concerning Adelcbifedeck.; Lor, Fob, 
we findno tbing that they eitber received this feale of cir- 
fron, or seers tyeBto reply; it’s-very hard-for you 
toprove that Melebiftdeck’ was then alives and had hebeen 
alive;he was ofan higher Order;and abovethat dow 
Or in what age of the ‘world, Fob lived, :though- hee 


thought.tobe of the poltericy of E/aw, and {fo might have 


Baptifme proved from Sériptare. 93 
arightto it Ceven imyour fenfe) as defcending lineally 
from Abrabam however this is a meere negative Argu- 
ment in matter of fa&, which your felf know tobee of 
no validity} Negative arguments from Scripture are good 
in matters Of faith: I am not bound to beleeve thisor rhat, 
tinlefle it be. found in the Scriptures; but they are not good 
in matter of fact; this or that fa& isnot recordedin the 
Scripture, therefore I am bound to beleeve it was not done, 
isno good confequente; Anon fcripto ad non fatiumnon 
valet confequentia.No Scripture faith they were circumcited, 
(though very food Authorsthinkethat Lor and Job were 
circumicifed,) nor doth any Scripture fay they were not 
to that you tay of told, and of And to Inf 
the females in Abrahams family. lanfwer to that 
fants, there was a peculiar exemption of them by God bimfelf, dayes old. 
whether for any typicall reafon, or in regard they were 
not fit in nature to undergoe fo fharp a paine as was to bee 
induredin Circumcifion, before the feventh and critical 
day waspaft, orwhether for any other caufe; difpur 
not} itis fafticient, God forbad chemto have the feale'till 
they werécight dayes old. Forthe women , they were'not Women nor 


fubjeliums capax eiréumcifionis, there was in them a natural Cir- 


ft iestherfore could nct be injoyned them: 
and ftippofe menamong them, or fome who turned 
ofelytes to them had not had a prapatinns{ 


w{ as fome fortof 
this Ordinance had not reached them; whether 
the wifdome of God purpofely chofea figne that Women 
night not be capable of receiving it,for fome typical ule, as 
fome conjeCturet} cannot tell,itis fafficient that they were 


not from it by God himélfe: 
fothatifyou pleafeto ftate the general] Propofition , as 
you needs bat allevbe fince Abrahams tame are fordera~ 

ment recetre 


ti, or covendnters with God muft by Gods own appoint 
she feale of admiffion into covenant, unlefferbey be etther wntapa- 
bleof are exempted by particular difpen{ation: Thispro- 
pofition willindute all the thock of your arguments, and 


preyed from Scripture. 
Womencir- Next youreph to my anfwerconcerning Women. among 
*cumcifed inthe ghe Jews, {aid they mere in the males: this you 
cal away, with fcorne, ¢firming be antafie y be- 
canfe iv-scafieta- bee anfwered. Indeed Sir, you anfwer it 
cally ashe who undertooke-to anfwer BeDarwine,in one 

word, and faid, Bellarmine thou lyeft: {0 you, it.i1 an infuffi- 

cient anfwer to take away the exception againft the prapofition, 

and t hatyou might havea little matterto worke upon, you 

goeto another part of; my Sermon, and thence you tetch 

the word #irteallys, withiwhich you make your felfe merry. 

putting: my propofition into feverall fhepes and. formes, and 
in one form (you fay) #¢ concludes not the thing in queftion; in 
another, bath 4. termes; in anothestbe major is faife.Whier- 
‘as mg plaine-meaning was, andis, ‘women; being 
urticapable of their. own perfon, becaule of. their fex, 
» Wherein-was a naturall impediment, as co this Sacrament, 
God impofed.it onelyupon the Males, and yet the women 
were nor efteemed as uncincumcifed, being (as Divines ule 
to fle in this point) ‘anmexe & in iis cenferentur 
aud eft, .and whether this will 
not be juftified, wethall prefently inquire. But firlt give 
 Meleaveto obferve by the'way how you ‘pinch me with a 
point of law, Thatno man canbe faid virtnally that by 
bis Proxie or Atturney,which be might ng atiually 
3 but 


inbin own perfon. \\.quetiion whether this be gaod lame 
Lam Itisbed Divizity fare .we-fin'd virtually,in 
ours by imputatien. nis virtually hot, yet Philo- 
it’s notiafmually. And the Jews.of old, offered 

to God finch “eo bythe hands of shePriefts. who were 
Prieft( who bare ngmes-in the mok 


pi W 1 they might not receive in, their owne 

do. virtn ly,and um regeive tome Ome ich 
Godfrighthand, which here they 


proved from Scipture,. 3 
ving immediately in their own perfons.° alfo obiter defire 
of yours, Zbatitbad bene 
a finue circumcised after the eighth day 
was. paft, And try /will reconcile this with.an opi- 
nion of yours deliv delfewhere; vizi That 
might. bee oftner then ence; furely thofe other 
tines mutt be after the firfbeighth day. 
other fault: you notein 
figne of the Covenant inde 
10 them, 


ccauje not appointed for them: I anfwer, I clearely. 
in my Sermon fhewed this Peopofition 
the initial figu.and. 


argament is is. 


not ofthe abersandd amconfident your 
felf, who durit baptize an Infant known to you to be regenes 
rate, durft not yet give the other Sacrament to it} becaufe 
to make one capable of that: 


Now Jet.us fee vhow:! Thee 
the Women were circumcifed: in the nun. My fick was, Thatzbe 
wwhole houfe of Iftael areinsthe tobe 


Youantwer, Z bat hy thesol boufe of not 


the Bar Sir, Sir, Circumcifed. 


judicions. R 
rer with this know well 
that the Circaameifics orthe Church end people 

tothesncircumcifed that isjalshereft of theworkd 


not the'people of God. When Peter was to torthic 
Palyorthe 


does 
asthemen, 


ine he woimen Gentiles as well 
Paul was fent? Gal. 2, S29! ‘Surely needs 


can nor pur for the 
major or no- 


the Gentiles;aswell-as the word'Gestiles in- 2. 


bler part, 


proved 
Nation of the Jewessboth men and women are there meant 
byCircumcifion , which could nothavebeen, if 
fenfe they not to 
Ergo, T beir women might not bave eaten it , 
if in forme fenfe they bad nor been circumei{ed. Your anfwer is, 
This isto bee limited pro materia, mone that onght to 
be ctrcumcifed might cate the Paffeover, unteffe they were circum- 
Repl, cifed. \But this anfwer infufficient.. For , 
1.: Where fs thisdiftin&tion of y rs found, ‘or founded in 
the Word of God? other diftin&ions about eating the 
Paflecver., are clearely found, thecleane might eate it, the 
might not eat it;ths might,the uncircum- 
cifed might not. ‘butot your limkation 

No warrant for demand farther; whiere 4s there any: 
women ro eate inftitution for womento eate the Pafleover,.' (more then 
the Patlcovers for: Women now to eatethe Lords Supper, unleffe it bee 
foundedmpon ‘Circunicifion? practice we kinow they 
Aeemed cir. if ‘they: ‘eaten nota: we > 
camcifed, @elhime by whac ‘they did“. « If you fa were 
included in the hou 3546 Every 
to edte she Pafchall Lambeyand there was no of wo- 
| reply, grant but the fame confequence, that 
whien weeread{d: frequently. inthe. new Téftamenc, that 
whole houfholds were baptized 58 to 
sherefore allché children ii:thafe houfholds were biptized, 
and this controverfi¢ is quickly ended... But I adde farther, 
itis nonfaidthatthe whole houthold :thall eateit,:: for: all 
sperfons were forbidden to none but 
Greunxiled perfonshadany warrant to eat it: Yea ifarther, 

em?for 12.4 4o.there 
bender andkeep it;batthere is not any 
the firangers fenialer.L hope by this 


4 
t 
2 
~ 


proved from Scripture, 97 
of my Argument have noweight, they are focderati; 4 


they are to 


Next come we to examine the truth of the Antecedent reply to 
which! manifelted in thofe five Conclufions opened in my sca. 
Sermon; . The firft whereof is this, That the Covenant of ~ | 
Grace, for fubftance, bath alwayes been one and thefame, bath to The Covenant 
the Femes and Gentiles, This firft con:lufion you grant, and grace always 
therefore chere were no need to have ftayed the Reader any —— m 
further about it; wereitnot that fome of your exceptions 
doe almoft recall your grant: If ie bee in fubftance the 
fame, though you fhould reckon upa thoufand accidental 
and locall differences, it werenothing tothe purpofe: but 
the frlt doth almoft recall i¢; wherein you chargeme te 
carry the narration of the Covenant made with Abraham, Gen. 
17. «6 if it didonely comtaine the Covenant of Grace in. Chrift; 
wheres it 4 apparem (fay you) ont of the Text, that the Co- 
venant was mixt Covenant, confifling of tempor all benefits, the 
multiplying of Abrahams feed, poffeffion of Canaan, the birth 
of befades the {piritwrll biefings. To which I reply, I 
meant fo indeed, and{oI plainly exprefled my felfe, that all 
the difference betwixt the Covenant then made with Abra<- 
bam,and the Covenant made with us, lies onely in the man- 
ner of the adminiftration of the Covenant, and not in 
Covenant it felfe, The Covenant it felfin the Subft ance of no more mixt 


‘paring y thent 
pirituall thi 


ithe. 


ta 


it holds outthe fame mercies, both /pirituall- ana temporal, for fabfarice 
tothem, andtous: Godlineffe having all the! promifes the theCove- 
both.of ‘this life,and that which is tp comes) and that Rant 
and we have our righttoall thefe promifes upon the felfe 
{amecondition:earthly things indeed were'to them promi- 
fed more diftingtly and fully, heavenly things, more. gene- 
tally and hey arenowto and the 
contrary, are more fully andelearely pro- 
 mifed co us thentothem; ane 
nerally and (paringly.; Andthat thefe temporall benefits 
which. youmention, multiplying of Abrabems feed, 
irth of I/aac,' and. pofilion. of Cangan were all of . 
of the Covenant ef grace, 


Clreumeifon Govenantthould and chi evidence to 


part of _ made a’ Covenatitto 


in my If ye shin ok otherwile of thefe earth- 
ire you to r Thea in your 

you mean no mor then 

re promifed and | as flowing from: the 

of of Chuift, and were fubfervient to it; or were but 


next. Ifyou 
bicfiin 


pro 
fhadowes of it, you meane no miorethen what 
weeall grant, who yet deny any More mixture in the Cove- 
nant made with 4brabam for the fubftance of it then there 


is'in that made with us: and that the difference lies 

in the manner of adminiftration, Bat I confeffe I re 
you have a further meaning, not onély becaufe you here 
mention the temporal] bleflings before the fpitituall, and 
call the land made with Abrabam, 


expreflion which you owne from Cane- 
did feale the tempor all promi{e, 
econdaril) ; what your mea- 


nd fgnified 
isin I cannot tell,ic hath an untoward 
e;as if che meaning were, that'God did and 
‘ina Covenant of Grace fourided in Chrift( where- 
in Hinilelfe promifes to bee their portion) inténd in the 
fealeofit to ratifie I which’ohely 
vitemenimalem; now that'the Seale (I fay’) of this 


5 with whom Ged 


ch‘a péaple may en} 
their ath 
'God,and{o exprefiely contrary 

thatuntll you owneit,]' will not i 
I know the Anabaptifts in Germany 
| ing te eternal for that | 


joyed 
Of 
an the 
> 


proved from Scripture. 99 
roounfavory to be received: and whereas he,(and you with | 
hins) fay that did thus primarily feale.the earthly 
partef the Covenant, I delice toknow of you what Scrip- 
whereby he wasjuftified, but I ne whereread 
the Laad of Canaan, Whereas you lay,thongh the promifes were 
types of {pirituall and beavenly shiegs, yes the things promifed mere 
but carnal! end earthly, as the fatrifices were but carnall things, 
shough foadowes of fpstituall: I reply,all thiase true, but this 
belongs to the adminiftration of the (as was faid 
before) butmakes it nevera whit the more a: mixt. Cove- 
nant fur she ficbftance of it, the Covenant then was more ad- 
miniftred by carnall things thenic is mow, and yet the ad- 
miniftration of the Covenant even il 
edges as well as then, as the exter- 


rituall, .. of them were 
part allo; even fo fome partake 
nall part ouely, whiltt others partake of both; this you mypit 
grant to be trae, unleffe. you will maintaine that none age 
mow.members of the. vilible Church, but-onely Ele& and 
iniftr ation of thm Covenant 
it badbeene convenient to bave named 


wasadminiltred, by faanifices aud ather types before 


> te O23 : A 
Thirdly, 


nall ordinances of the Golpell, Baptilme and. the Lords Sup- 

per; and weeas well asthey have'inthe Covenant of grace, 

the promile of bis life, and of that which is to come: and 

{o you may, if you will,call ours alfo.a mixt Covenant, con- 

fifting. both of temporall and bleflings sand as 

among then: {ome who were in Covenant did partake onely 

of the emporall r and never were px rs. of the{pi- 

rell,I added, which fupplies .both Circumgifion and 


efant-Baprifme proved from-Scvipture, 
"\ ‘Thirdly, whereas I faid there were fome Profelytes in the 
Chand who were but felfe~jufticiartes, carnall-and formall 
anlwer F csi them fo without the warrant of Scripture, a: you 
Profel tonceive: towhich I replys my were that WH 
were ther fort of Abrabams feed tbo were onely cireumedfed in the 
and not in the beart, who though they were borne of ‘Abe 
feed; or profeffed Alrabsms faith, and fo were Tewes facti, 
though not nati, yet they never made Abrabams God their portion, 
but refted in which war not Chrift,érc. and fo were to 
perifh with thewneircumeifed. This you doe not here deny 
to bee true,‘ youwouldhave me thew where: the Profe- 
- were called Abrabams feed reply; had I mentioned 
a no profetytes at all,but onely {aid there were fome im the Church 
| of the Lewes, who were vifible members, and 
Church-priviledges, andyet werenot inwardly godly, nor parta- 
hers of the pirituall part, and that thefe were called Abrabams 
os well otbers, it been enough for my purpofe. I 
named not Profelytes to adde any itrength to the argu- 
ments and becaufe they arecalled Gods p:ople, I feared not 
to call them Abrabames children: by profeffion, and never ex- 


pettedto' have met ‘with a quarrel! for calling them who 

_ yoyned to the Church of' Ifrael by that common name 

‘whereby the Church members were called, viz. she feéde of 

“Abrabam or the children of Ifpael: and could no place of 

Seripture be produced where profelytes are exprelly called 

_ “by this namie, the mattér were not tanti, But if it werea 

‘thing of any moment, it would be no hard matter to pro* 

duce evidence fiafficient to prove that profelytes' ‘werecalled 

“Hfraelites and the feed of Abrabam, as AGs 3, 30. and 22, 

‘compared, AG.13. 26: compared with Verfe 43. but I-for- 
‘béare. goon and ‘ataife me, that berein' I joyne with 

This is notte Who faith, ibereis\a feed of 

joyn_ with Rom, 16. Gal.3.Gal,4. who feeke juflification and falvazi- 

minius, on by the workes of the Law, and that bee makzs this the-gtound 

of vorefting thas Scriptuiré, and shat Mr. Bayne upon 

thar the feed of Abraham withowt any adjoyned néver 

fo taken; I reply, you give an-high charge, “but a\weake 

| | proofe ; 


: 
| 
} 
| 
al 
| 


Infante Bapii(me proved from Seripture, 
proofe; Ecaid.there was a fort:of profelyees'who were 
jeed of Abrabam by profe ffiow or outward cleaving ‘to 
the Covenant, who though they profeffed Abrabams. faith, 
yet did not place their happineffe-in Chrift,. or make 
choyce of Aérabams.God for their all-fafficient portion, Sir, 
is this to joyne with Arminiw. in his interpretation; of the 
ninth to the KRomaxs? 1. How doe youprove that Armizins 
meanes the words which you cite, of Jewith: Profelytes ? 
Nalli filii cenfentur in femine, faith Arminius; doth hee 
meane that no profelytes were the. feed of Abraham accor- 
ding tothe fieth? it foy 1 beleeve acute Mr, Bayne would of 
havebeen more wary, then. tovhave: oppoféd'him sin that man 
point. Nay Mr. Bayne in the very 


fame page which vill juficiaries 
you having fet downe Arminius his two conclufions. were called 
(1. Thechildren of the reckoned for the feed. 7441: feed, 
2. The children of the fiefh arenot reckoned for thefeed;) 
his judgement’ upon therti in thefe words, Page 140, 
be Gonclufions are true, byt not pertinent to.this fenfe, for the 
children of the flefo bere,are thofe onely who in courfe of nature came 
from, Abrabam. But you very wilely mention -neither of 
thefe:Conclufionsot Arminius, you theughe it more for 
your advantage to faften upon fome other propofition laid 
 downeby Arminius, and as you fet it downe it runs:thus’: 
There is afeed of Abrabam, quiper opera legis juffitiam @& 
lutem confequuntur; 1 was much amufed-at the words, 
know Arminius faith, ex promi dst Vitam 
eternam operanté; but he meanes itnot of the workes of the _ | 
Laws and thereforel: wondered to {ee operalegis in your pro*: 
pofition;. but the word which puzled me moft, was confe- 
quuntur, Sir, let me intreat you to correct your :booke, 
tion, andit not agree with your own expofiuon, 
confequuntur juflitiamy is by ou tranilateds ollow: after 
fay Ljoyn) and Mr. Bayz,from whom you fay I fay I. 
fhalhgive an account ofboth vothereadere 
ov Fink fon Arminios, his words are thefe, cormin Apo 
flolo:boc lucofiaut, qui-per opera legis juftitiam 


“FY 
a 
- 
‘ 


@Panmr,t we: fo that. the queftion between 
ant Mr. Bayne, is, ‘whether inthac place; namely, 

inthe o:to the Romans, the Apoftle by chikiren of the fielh, 

meane fiich as feek righteoufhefleby the Law?. Hue in 
loco, faith Arminion phrate is to beeto i in this 
place; No,faith Mrs Bayne, itis not'to. bee inthis 
place, though it may becakenfoin other places :'I fhall fet 

inE. ‘how groflelyyouhave abufed:me;: For though ( faith Mr. 

Bane ) childies ofthe ts fame atber doth note 
aw, jet bere she literal 


ebfervésss That I was not 
mans;and therforedid not at all meddle with the qpettion 
between Arminia andMr. Bayne. 

produced again ‘3+ The words which cleare me, are 
thofe-words which Mr. \Tombes citesa- 
gainft me: whether Mr. Tomberbe guilty of negligence or 
talfhood, Lileave toYour judgement. The-errours of 
Arminiue aremany inthe place.cited, andi joynenot. with 
himin-any ‘Firtt, Isdoe not conceive that 
by | Word] ‘Rom.9. 6. the Jews meancthe legall Covenant, 


shat they. upon 
weh injurious tothe free 
graceiaf God.Dneed not anftance in -any other errourss 


only draw th dic 


a 
| 
| cendeth from Abrahana according to the flefh. ‘Good Reader 
OU Loe teri: ALOE Jou cic fo'many of 
ward frbmy the tignisy of; bemg, accounted. 
ait ‘people any longer: » th mayveject nrany lof the 


in which he engage vo be the God of 
Chriftians and their feed. 
Mr Tombes Speaks of Abrahams feed by calling, 
and faickrthat promite,f I will bethe God of thy feed} was. 
made good to Abraham i of the Gentiles, pag. 
Now Tombes will notfay that all the Gentiles: 
weremade p: ofan inward calling, the Gentiles then 
am onely by becanfe they are 
profeffion che feed of Abraham, who-are 
inwardly called. If Mr. Tomber {ay that itis term: 
chem feed by calling, then feed by ; iF ic beebut 
iPifthly,Mr. Bayneand: that by the 
feed:of Abraham, Rom, 9.8. 


Sixthly,the difference between Mr: Baye and 
1s, ed wa Code i 


Joyne with Mr. Bayne ‘in detefting this opinion, ‘as: injuri~ 
joys with coneng th and 
oynes with me, in 1 that ome places 
‘children of the Gell. Fo > cont (this. I 
do ere ap ote its | 


provid from Soripture. loz 
prefiion-ortwo., but in chi 
Ti shine yd od ito Sastvd 
fiinition of Abrahams feed, fome borne after the fiefb, fome'af> | 


1,717.23: 


Phil. 3. inter- 
preted, 


Whar meant 
| 


. Reply co 
3. 


muth. wonder at your for’. 


th it bee granted, [fomael to 

as a type of civill jutticiaries whofought righ- 
teoufnefle by the law. 2. that thiefe /perfecuted 

thetrue Church, whofo uftification by Chrift..: And 


3. That’ they are'catt out bei ng heires, never to par- 


take of the ‘fpicitualll priviledges fa the Covenant; yet be- 

caufe it is apparent that even thefe (who Paul {aid were ty- 

by the fon of Hagar) had a vifible ftanding in the | 

ifh Charch, and were. partakers of\outward Church 
and were the fame of whom: Paul {peaks, Rom 

bo being ignorant of Gods rigbteowfneffe, and going 

bout to eftablifh their own righteon{nef[e, bave not ficbmitted them- 


- .lves unto the rightem{neffe of Ged. And that in the fame 


place faith seven foit i¢ wow,( even inthe Church 
ofGallatia.icwas fo’) and Ped by this .to 
make thembetter.)] {ee not why. Mc. Blake not ule 
this as an argument, that fome have a Church » 
and ought to partake of outward Church 
otwithftanding they, will.not have the inheri- 
children, nnilefle The:thing which I 

is ‘that hee thinkes 


conceive offends you iri his 
"there isa'flefhly feed of Abraham: but I know no reafon of 

{tumbling at that phrafe; fince by fleth is there intended any 
which isour 
leane upon;.asthat which, may 5. whic- 
birthsarperts; our ormerall ver 


tlefh; and thie St,: 03 care 
confidence in the: 


contier{dtion, And, Mr, Blake 
fatcly fay; there is Rill a.feed of thefe who fare.vi 
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Citie,Houfebold, m oppofition the reft of the world)” 
the Kingdome, Citic and Houfbol sf Satan ; Hee would bave with 


Infontsof all whrare taker into Covenant 


$ the Devill 


| 


per 


much weight: lies this Condafioh: 
ity, 40: you ‘your wits, 
ches, by clouding and darkning what was’ plairiely, 
by framing ef and confuting wha: w as never afferted ‘nor 
tendeds in at the by opinions of other men, 
alledging ibe of fome 
uently learned men, when they are noibing t0 tbe Pur 
attend you, and endeavour to clear whit you 
a ‘with 'you- in’ that. whi 
Fick, youell methis condufiois a butkin,that may ‘bee 


put on eitber hg, right or lefi,: Jo tbat 


not int what fenfe to take it. | 


Truely Sir, you tea make eteme Rep 


wale foro expoutid a‘Text; as to male 


you dealt with a you: bring firft, “three 
forts of fenfes, fubdivide them, andiundet eachi 
af’ vail Ins le fenles, foure? or five 
heads: five or fix’ under. another 
blame me that 1 bave wot diftin ly iin vobieb of ebefe 
fees, Infants of Beleevers belong 20 ‘whether it 


refpect of or of a promife of whe 


by an: att of or faiths or 2 


ty 


chat went for 
acleare darkeby- his interpretation; ‘eveit thus have 


Infants raken 
bs into Covenant — 


3 
{ 
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they 


Reptifme proved from Seviptere. 
gh fenfes.s Burl reply, thet hee that may reademy 
~ fenfe, and with the tenth pare of the paines you have taken . 
é tonfaften.a fenfe upon it, which never thought upon, 

Saight confidently have. cconghuded shat I meant of « 
infecievifbilie or. have their fhare. inthe 
fedus externum, which my words plainely enough held 
forth awhen 1 fpakaof Gods feparating a number’ out of the 
be his Kingdome, Citie, Honfehald ia. im te 
eft of she world hich the. Devils Kingdome: and after- 
God. left all the reft of 
toe world to beeui wills Kimgdame (although among 
belong to his invible as being of the 
permit the Devill ecome and 


of God, (which is a-vifble Cor- 
| 
and kingdom over which the De- - 
cheno the dame 


106. 
| 
| 
| 
| of the ia not this plaine ? that as 
all shey who.by external) vacation, protlion 
roshe Church af God, (though few of thofe many {0 cab 
the 
poration 
of this?.Bus th olonger complains 
“The fence of this ? But that youmay no long 
this fecond I fay. plainly, 
Propofition nant of graceis fometie taken fritih, fometime largely; 
Menmay bee ivangel which doo depend 
is fulfilled .-accarding to the counfell of 


proved fiomScripiwrt. = = 
brought in che adminiftration ‘which wee liveunder, where 
alfo hee rejetted the Jews or broke them off from being tis 
peoplein Covenant, and called the Gentiles,: and gtuffed 
them iz rametum defralborum locdm,into the place of the bran- 
ches broken off, as your felfe page 65. doe with Bezerighitly — 
exprefle ic. Now accotding to this different ion of 
the Covenantare men differently faid to bee ix covenamtwith 
the inward grave of che 

u made new 


mannet is it under: rind 
riftian Chucch, fonieare in'Chrift by 

fo as.to: bed tegeneratesfec: 

aefaid to beeia: Chritt by vifible and-externall profeffion; 

branches whichbeare no fruite, 15.:2. and chefe 

-‘are,called branches of the Vine, though fuch branches; as 
for unfruithulneffe thalkat laft bee cat off andeah away;and 
ofteritinses tells us many ove 6alled,but fer are — 


“othe onebe favings& the other notas 
urthermore, according to this different 


Covenant 


ct gration fedtris, as the teltimony and Seale 


‘mon 


aii; are'mn the ville 


creatures, &c. 

accordingly among the Jewes fome 

were laid cobee Abrahams feed according she promife, and 7 
not onely after the fich, who had the Ciranneifion of die . 

heart as Wellas that which was.oasward, others were’ Jewes 

Jewes oncly in foro vifibitis ecolefia:. and in like 

and branches of Chriit t 
2 | 


408 proved fram 
dnd: profeflidn the? themfelves off from that 
ion ‘fuch: ‘are the‘ vilible and externall:Seales annex~ 
4 editothe! exterriall profellion among -Chriftians , as the 
Jewith Seales. were to thofe whowere externally. 
“When therefore: I fay, they are: vifibly: to reckoried 
td:belong to the Covenant with their parents; I.meane 
 Jooke' what.right viftble profeffor hath to bee received and 
4 to belong tatlie' vifible Church; gud vifible profefer, 
the /pirituall pertandprivil Covenant:'of grace 
belongs -not.t0 vifible. profeflons as vifible,but onely fish 
among them whoare inwardly fuch’as their external! pro- 
Great privi- WW ng to as. are 
viledges beleng tp be repuctedahe fottnes of God,Gen.6.8» the Jormes of God 
to them tend of ye ebildren of the: Lird 
your Ged andPanl writing: to a vifible Ghureh, -Gal.3,26. 
faith, see are all:the God by faishin Chrift: Fefur(yet:. 
wantlly fe) folikewife tabeé of thekingdome, 
MM theicbildren of the) kingdonae the, 
cbildrinef the Govenant, A&. 2.25. yee are the children of the 
sehi¢h God madennto onrfatbers, andmany other of 
their priviledges whichrbel 
reckons mp inife aces, as Rom.9.4,:to them pertaineth — 


venan’. . 


partot the Covenant, «and:that all the external! 

of che Jewesyiwho: were onely Jewes iin: 


| 
‘tedto héethe children lof God gh ye 
| ie Rom, 334 Paxil; iad ‘Roma 


from 


enlo, Jewes outwardly,were nothing to jultification before. 
God,:heethen propounds this queltion,Cap, 3.1 What ad- 


vantage then bath the Fer, ox' what profit there of Circumeci~ 
fron? what priviledge or gaine is jt.to bee a vilible profeflor, . 
ville member of the JewifhChurch hee aniwers, the: 
advantage isgreat many Wayes, andinttancesin this one par-. 
ticular,that the Oracles of God were depofited to them, the cu- 
ftody and difpenfation':of, his; Ordinances, which they... 
might ufe as their: owne. treafure, and thereby learne.to, 
know and feare hina, (therefore it iscalled. their Laar, 
8.170 It alfo written in your Law )-when the relt of the na- 
tions all that while wére without God in the world,and re- John 8.17. 
ceived the rule of. their life fromthe Oracles of the DevilJ, ,Deut.3 3. 4. 
according to that ofthe 
+0 Lacoby bis his judzmentsito hee 
bathnot dealt fo wvithjany nation, and for. bis judgements they. 
bave not knowne them So Dent. 33.4. T be Law cabled she in~ Pfal.147. 29 
beritanceé of the Congecgation of Iacob.. And although.it bee 
_ true that thefe viftbleandexternall priviledges willend with * 
the greater condemnation of them who live anddiéia'the: 
. abufe of while, they.reft Gorticey,in the outward. 
thing it felfe, labour not after the [piwituall ‘part, yet. 
"the priviledges: themfé/vet are very great. Icisnofmallmer-, 
tochave'aimemberfhip, or vifible ftanding in,thatfocietic. 
 whiere falvation, isordinarys:this our bleiied 
the woman af Sansaria, 4.22, Salvation, of the Temes, John 4522.) 
"this was-he priviledge which the Church of the Jeweshad.° 
"above the Samaritans, that falvation was tobee found.in 
theirway,-andGodin his wifedome hath fo ordained it to 
havehis viftble'Qhurch miade up of fuch, -Imeanefo, asto 
hiavefomeof theminwardly holy, and.others;ofthemby 
externall. profefion.onely, for this.realon among many” 
others, that-there might beefome who fhouldfrom timeto" 
‘time-bee: converted: by the Ordinances difpenfed injhis-~ 
well as-others, whofliould buileup, thatthe. 


Paftors which hee fers ipto-feed his flockes | fhould not 


4 
’ 


 Infant-Bayti{me proved from Scriptare. 
juréto bee inwardly boly, who joyneco the Church, yer 

‘would hee have his Church admit thofe who 
willingnefle 
make them inwardly fuch as they etternelly profeffi them- 
felves and as yet are notin truth, as intoa Schooleare ad- 
mitted not onely fuch as are learned, but fuchas are 
dedicated pir er not onely quiadolti,fed us fint dotti; 
_ and who ever will deny this, that: ‘there. are fome rightly 
the Church memberfotp, onely partake of 
thevifible priviledges ,rautt deny, that any 

yous 


who arenot inwardly converted, whichI thinke 
doe, but left you or jr any other fol thall at the pre- 
fent back it of the Apofile, Rant. 
Anexternall Where Pew? of the 

rightto the afterwards broken off, not onely the Jewes whom hee calleth . 
Covenant pros the maturall branches were broken off, but the Gentiles alfo; 


Gentile Churches who were in-in their room, 
and were partakersof the roore and fane(fe of the Olive, 
— they allo may bee broken off if they beleeve not, and 

_ Godwill no more fparethele branches'then hee did the . 


others. now this. tile off”. 


Tombé3 owne_ 
less. the purpole to-afirme the y itomutt therefore bee 
meant onely of a vilible ftandin ‘and extetnall participati- 
iviledges ; and if you thinke ovkerwayes, 


~your next, toclearethis,and open our eyes-with: your evi- 
denoe'that wee may fee ie with you, andin fteadvof: 


to bee his, that hee by his difcipline mighr-— 


froaythe invifible Church, from partaking of the 
braved roote and fatneffe of the Olive, from this jew 
4  norGentileare ever broken. off, Armintanifime to 


that none of old were, nor now are vifible of 


of 


| Tio 
| 
flap Beereckoned ro: coithent and! of 


meaning 

according te rule; mutt ei 
that many have right tobeevifible members, andbée* 
| of the external! adminiftration of Ordinances, 


Of every one. hee appl 


‘fome of both. Whereas therefore you fay'you areata 
ont may and know net 


proved from Stripture,, 
a vifible profeffion, and that rig 


munion 


judgement of faith a Minifter as 


lows, Thatfome may rightly be accounted to belong to 
the Church of God, and Covenant of grace 
beleevers, which is as much as I need, 


in this Propofition to pafle for currant. And tra- 


, in faith, being affured he a 


mult doe it de 
ther grant fuch aright as"I plead 


be not in 


mney kndw the inward converfion 


hath no written W 


this, thatchere is fuch a vitible 
to externall. adminiftrations as I have here 


and ismy meaning, when I fay, 
fants of believers are ates with their Parents; that they 
viftble ‘there- 


tome 
ftand to 


a 


upon even 

a judgement of faith, though their inward holineffe nic 
159. and if by a 
Steward may di- 

nce thefeale of the Covenant of grace, and not {tay 
m applying the fealetohim, who makes an outward 
feflion, becaufe wee have not aSpirit of difcerning, to 
Coch dalle to bee reall beleevers 5 then it undeniably fol-. 


3 befide reall 
tomake my fenfe and. 


that a Minifter in applying: the 
yes it 


fanfiified; orelfe heemuft by 


thefeale unto; for certainly he 

to build his faith upon, for the ftate® 
_ of this orthatman. And for my own part, when once you: __ 
have di ip: 

I thall onely forbeare baptizing In- 
fants, adminiftration ‘of the externall féale to. 
profeflion foever they make, untill may 
was 


a 
18 Cz of.and that th } 
w 
x 
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_ 


Infant: Baptif mt proved 4 ome Scriptur 


_ deny, or to grant and again, pag.'45. ‘Tou ate at aftand 
| I bee taken with their 
_Govenant, inrefpect- of onthe outward priviledge 


of Chur-h-ordmances. ttand no longer. doubt- 
ofallof my méaning, Imeane of them,as I meane Of other 


Profeffors, they are taken into Covenant both ways 
according as they are elect, or notelet&t, all ‘of 
them arein Covenant relpe& of outward priviledges the 
ele&t.overand above the outward priviledges,” areitii Cove- 
withrefpectto faving graces; and the {anie is to bee 
{aid of vifible member$, both Parénts and Infants undérthe 
New Teftament, in this point of being in Covenant, as was 
tobe faid of vifible members, in the former adniinififation, 
whether Fewes and their children, or Profelytes and their 
children,» Lendeavour in all this to fpeak ab clearly as'Lcan 
mpoflibly, notonely becauferyou fay you are oft-at a ftand 
to-pickeout my meaning; but becaufe this miftakeruns 
 ghrough your whole book, that none are tobe reputed to 


ons, vilible right tothe Covenant of grace, but ‘onely 
as partake of the faving graces.of it... Now I proceed . 


When Ifay, That God would have beleevers children 
his Chureh and family, and motto the 
devills,.. Youantwer, That you feare ulertbat exprefion 
not Belonging to the, Dévells Kingdome) to-pleaft the peoples But 
Sirs why doeyou judge my heart to’intend 
amexpreflionwhich your (elf cannot miflike? Ihave more - 
«caufe to think you ule all thefe words (i# be denyed 


Infants of beleevers: in: fame forkiti 


counted bis, tobclong to bim, bis Ghurch and family, and noe tothe 


od agaings it ietrue in fatie viftbilis: Ecclefizy 

bebeevers arete bee accounted Gods, eres): Onely"dd 
Mr. Tombes faciendum populum; to'pleafe the pedple becanie thisis not 
leaves all In- your jud ement for.when you 1 your fullméaning 


fatits of belec- 
derthe vifibie foritbem in reference tothe Covenamt; shen: tobe childsenof 
Kingdomofthe Turkes:Antheven bere youonely grant them a nearér 
Devil aftually belongtothe Covenant of 


and fenferof this points-you-profe 


grace then the 


\ 


| 
= 
e 
| 
| 
| 
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onoftheGhriftian Faith) *But(yyou) 


an{wer, more now then in the time. of the 


of Infidels’ have: therefore in your j ate) 
now attually belonging to it, but in a.pollibilit 
they maybe the Ki 
,aomo potentially, your ‘doting belong 
t6 the Kingdom of jally;i and all: 
table you ard thens, don-; 
taines ho morethen isto be allowed. 
_if-born among Chriftians eff ifa 
take ity and bring it up:in Chri arid by what: 
May weground any obable hopes they will: a@uall; 
ceive thé profellion Chrift, fince by your stile th 
promife, ‘noexterndll Covenant? wh y may I not fave’? 
 asgood hopes of Heathens children, ifGods pe. 
not here? But fay you, Tomake them atiually memberi 
Church, thet ani Writersufe to give, becaulé they mutt 
be-all Chrittians by profeffion, 
at-all, for they all include the Infants of {uch Profeflors;: 


the vifible Church among the Jewesdid include Ta- 
you fay 


fants, male (and female too, le 
madethem members: Tadde alfo,-Baptifme 
as@irauncifion of old) isa real/; though: implicite 


now (a3 Well 
Profefli-' 


paffive, und doe nothing whereby they may bce denominated vifsble’ 
Chriftians,. anfwer,even.as much as the Infants.of . 

ould .ald; who yet in their dayes 
bers. Fea(fay you) further ie will follow, Thartbere may bee’ 
avifbleC burchwhich canfifts onely of Infanesof 


Church3,r’s poflible; but very i that: men 
and Womenthould dye and leave only infants behinds” 


ath 


I reply; it overchrowsie 


Infants are: 


143, 
nabaprifts way may confit onely of Hypodrindss' “gsines 


proved 
or in' the Covensnt of grace 


allthis bee granted, if 
that vifible ‘which I. 


plead for.;. Yea,:} resort the argument upon your-felfe, 
that by this argument, wife. 
Church, vifible Profeffors of any Chareh areto be 
eounted to belong to God either in of eletion from’ 
eternicy, or promite of grace, or of 
in Chrift, revelation becaufe. 
thereis no declaration of God that the prefent vifible Pro-* 
feflars are indefinitely all, or fome, either elefted to life, or 
prefens in-being, or funure eftate: look what. diftin&ion 


“~ 


| 
Sie. the next place an 
pace is Chrift, and m Cbrift to 
godly mat andbie fied, forme whereof are fo 
ano lemmas can imagine ever came in. Mr. Cots 
pr thael take Me. Caza meaning tobe, thatlooke a8 
| 


ablure 
as they could shens 
ou {em to faften upon Mr.Cetton, willequally reach 
ali: as for example, an Ifcacliee thould 
pleads his promifefor his feed, you'll demand if be plead 
would 
as 


int onely 


od tat 
your digreffion to mect with 


“puléof judging 
Gods revealed 


15§ 
CEU UL 2101 
‘Tnanifelt at large: to which I: wer in two or three words, 
that fiappofing his meaning tobe as you fet it downe, That 
it ts inreference to lifes thee 
| expreflion is not to ed; nor doe! thinke that thae 
ever cameinsothe mind of fo learned and jadilous 
-amanas Mr. Cottos is: for think he onely allu- 
God would alwayes beare mercifull anto the pe- 
fteri his fervantd» according to that promile, Exsé.20. 
nisicope, (as Tt 
ler further ONE OF YOU Tonberte- 
0 the gor ewned 


| ‘wherein lofe time , and wafte 


Pages together endeavouring to confute 
rted by me; viz. “Thatthe Covenant of 
[avin is tide to’ beleevers and their naturall feed; 
‘that Infants ofbeleevers are fo within the Covenant of 
grace, asto be elected, and tohave all the (pirituall priviledges 
“of the Covetiant belonging to them; this you would net 
hhaveéto bé my meaning: and I almott fafpe& you would 
this upon mee, againft' your owne light ; ‘for 
pag. 142. you doeas good as cleare mee of it; where ou 
fay, Ton fuppofe tbat I doe nut hold, that the Infams. 
Leevers indifferently bave the ignifid by baptifime, 
according to your owneexpreflion, pag. 46. my mea~ 
a was asis before exprefied; nor doe any of the exs 
| ions ufed bymee, and here broughtby you as Ar; 
. » ‘Ments to prove this to be my meaning, hold forth jm ich 
..* thing $ as, they aré within "De Covenant of grace 
ale True, as viltbleprofeffors ate, qua vifible. Againg,. - 
they are tobee accounted to belong to bim a well their pa~ 
“vents. True, as well as doe by a vifible 
_fellion, Agaitic, they ‘are made free acdbrding to 
True, according to the promife to Abraham,’ I 
‘wil bee, a God to thee and thy feed, that looke as Abrabam. 
“and his feed, Godand hi and’ their feed 1 ntheir 
. bleowning of God and hisCovenant, had this vifible pri- 
érity, that they fhould be accounted to 
ee ingdom a: and ‘houthold with 
ere. 


oubt n bat my easing agree 


oF 


“able othe Dine, which ‘holds forth, ‘That be 

| eevers and their feed; and direts 

That God would wiake Baptifme to the 


you: 


| 


\ 


proven'from Scripture, 117 
you conclude, that iftbere be not 4 promifé of sbefe faving graces What the 82- 
to in vaine ibey baptized; and the feale pu toa crament feales 
blank, To mhéaning is indeed according to and 
the fenfe of the according to that dire&tion, 

doepray that God would make baptilme to bee a feale 
to the Infant of ‘adoption, and the reft of the faving. graces 
of the Covenant; ‘yet I utterly deny your confequencéy 
that unleffe thercbee abfoltite promifes of faving graté'to 
Infants, the Seale is fet blank, for vive'miee leave but 
to put thefame cafe; ‘firft,forthe Infants of the Jewes,was 
the feale put toa blanke with them, or had they all promi-. 
fes of faving graces? Sécondly; let mee put the fame cafe itr 
men, who makean externallvifible profeflion,* and 
theréupen are admittedto baptifiie; can any man fay, that 
all the faving graces of the Covenant, or the fpirituall pare. 
of it, is promifedto all viftble profeffors? is itinot abun- 
dantly kaowne that in all ages, even in the beft tines,’ even 
inthe Apoftlestimies, multitudes were baptized, to whom 
God. yet never gave faving graces, and therefore fiever'pro- 
mifed them? for had hee madea promifé, hee wouldhave 
performed it, But I fhall defire you a little to confider the* 
nature of a. Sacrament, in what fenfe ic is a feale; ahdthen 
you neede {tumble at this no thefe three things are’ 
to be diltinguithed; ficlt,the of the thing frenifi- 
tdin. a.Sacrament; ahd fecondly, my interefP th thar 
- Arid thirdly, my obligation, to doe what is required ‘tn or'by that 
’ Sacrament: ¥ fay therefore, that in every Sacrament; the 
truth ofthe Covenant initfelfe, and all the promifes' of ft 
ate fealed to be Yeasand Amen; Jefus Chirift betamie’a Mr- 
_ she to the made 
unto the Fathers, & {Oto every one whoisadmittedtopar , 


take of .Baptifme, according | 
that Sacrament, there-§ . 


given tohis Church, to adm 
all the promifes of the Golpel, that they ate. 


_all truein,Ghriit, and that whoever 
tall para ofl fe pri this is 

-Intely.in Baptifme, but as to the fecond, which is 


> 
- 


3 


proved frow Scripture. 
Covenant thatis fealed to noreceiver abfelutely, but eond;- 
all Sacraments are but figva con- 
nal feales, (caling the fpiricuall pare of 
‘the ¢ receiver, .upoa tion that hee 
2 condition of the Covenant : thus 
the Papilts, thas Do&or Ame: 


antiners to Bearmine when Bellarmine 
are 


Salfely applyed oftentimes hee 

butupon condition. Now éthird thing, ‘she obliga- 
which is put upon the receiver, bond’ ‘or defor him 
to performe, . who is admitted co receive the Sacrament, chis 
fayis alfo abfolute, all Circumecifed and Baptised 
were by thé circumti te > 

that is, thatlegall and of 
and Infants among the 
werebound to this, had no underftandingof 
fhe or that n of the Covenant, 
to them, Now.then, fiftice 
here eta abfoluce Seale of the 
the of grace in it felfe, a conditionall feale ofttic 
intereft in the Covenant, andan abfolure obliga- 
tion upon the receiver to: make good the Covenant onhis 
sy reafon that you thal fay, that the 
toablank, where the {piriuall part or 

shoe partabes off Wher you fay here, thax 


| 

thing you -peate Very to be- 
nc proper plac So often, it 


you that it 


> 


ae 


_ though I finde abundance of promifes 


Chrifiens ne 


Infamt-Baptifme proved from Scripture. 
is an errour to fay that all Infants of beleevers 


of 
Gods giving faving graces unto the pofteritic of ) 
and that, ig the pater of Leper ‘continue 


Church in their pofterizie,. and: Code 


Church; and strained 
adminiftration | of the Cove- 
which God wis tamake 20 falvation, inithe 
meane time all of shems to bee vifible membersas well ag 
their parents,. and fome of invifible as well as: fOomeof 
their parents, And therefore fome of your fix 

reafons there are divers expreifions which I cannor fwal- 

wh £0 


; called 


and if fo, bore are sey berne the cbildren of wrath a well as o- 
thers? anfwer, to the femfe which 1 I:main~ 
borne a ig is his to bee {0 efteemed ; 
I meaneto bee reputed within the .Of gtaceyiora 
member of the Church , eet: 1am fure it! was fo, 
the ebild off Jew and it was his birthright 
not to 
We who are Tewes.by nature, ond wot finners of 


upon the 
it milisates How Chriftia- 
you, that the Cove- py 
a 


at any time,that 
Tpirituall par and oO ne ovenant fhould bee: 


ts! 


ay 


yourfpeake not diltinély 


viftbl 


and Rom. 11. hee calls the bole ation of the Temes the natu- 


rall branches of the Olive trees becaute they were the vifible 


Chiarch of Gods Willyoufay ofittem alfo, ‘they 
by: T-anfwets doe’ 


corifider the Apoftlesdiftin&ion; ‘Rom, 2, lefts beewixt. aJéw 


in propatalo in facie vifibilisecclefie, a Jew without,and a Jew 


insbfcenditoy a jew withinsand your objection is anfwered; 
inthe fir fenfe, every child: of beleever is: borne aQhriz 
ftiam, thdt 13, is ia. member! of the vifible Church? in 


bemade Ghritiansin' chat fen ahd borne 


ftians;: thas thisywhich isa‘ weake objeétion of the Lutherans» 


againit the Gulvinif),is eafily-anifwered, to bee children 
wrathvby narurey and yet tobée Holy iti‘atr external 
hans, bting/borrie of beleevit 
othus it was not onely among the’ Fewes who 
hada vifible ftanding 


thus unto “this day among growne "WhO 


not fo coram faciedeis whilit others are fo both ‘nt the fpitie 
greaterrour and miftake jis, 


- and.in the lerters “Your 


the. Covenant of grace, 
\Govenant isto-bee largely’ 


whereastlte 


ufuallytake ic ftrilly‘for faving 


tlie outward adminiftra of the 
Gownenant yundér 
fpivituall grace under the 
sindwrould pérfwade your Reader, that thé 

thei Covehanc ic chds 


members‘ofthe Church ta‘the: condition ‘of the heathens, 


thefeconddenfe, it as a birchright; mien 


‘multitudesofthem were: the: children of Wrath; ~but even - 


whol of it iteoutward ‘OMditia | 
totherele&; bee | 


120 
Rom. 
- 
- 


Bapt ifiae proved frome \ 
retiirne withiyou_ to ‘my Sertiidn) 


examen 


comdieron of their 


ree; the children of 
Gad ‘L) it Ged be bys ‘Kingdom 

é youflizht, firft‘in' eh that wbi 
ondly uifing 6r°4ufion to Bee ti@ating can 
this even:jult now the queltion beewixe 
you Mr. Blakes ‘you here! without (any. 
‘fee this € witiich? thé 

very: berwikxt you) many bins 
the thing scall it what you! pleales and 
will not bee bloWiie away with a’ {corriehiill’ ‘bat fay 
yous imagirre the Church of Gud to: bee like 


Of were to bee 


bireb, it this dont by of 


aly of wayes: in this particular,’ for is noc - 
evident’ Jewith Church was ity this like ctvill'‘cor- 
adthitted in‘by birch- 

free itis now? had 
Jewesby birch tit feale of pier,‘ arid that'by Covenane, 
was'there ino ‘grace accompanyiiig tiie: Jewih. Sacra? 
ments 2° you" are‘not: Popfly ‘as! to: deny 
its. And was done aw 


as 
of Arminius his mind, that Tecob and 


, 
* arenot Rom, ©. as fuch 


and. 


To Sell, ¢. 


Chrifts king- 
dom and other | 


kingdoms,y in- 


dicated, 


Tiserue, if you meatic it of the 
done by the but *wee.are fpeaking 
| 


— 
— 
ne 


- 


noke the 
wh 


bee 


Our, quelifon ig. dé whether ia 


‘ « 


eal] 


cand she other bee. 
Parent, be 


and hope you wil not, fay, all is 
of grace, you will not fay thar 


viible priviledges,,. bine’ 


but to mention. fome things, alikein — 
wien God. hina> 
nee. and ynt prefiigip- 


‘when _ I fay, bee 
tie ebildren jn sith bim, if 
ebildren are caft ont with them. ou a an- 
of and is noe 
grace wich 
you judge it not 

that the Gving. graces of 
either to or 


| 
Dr. Reynolds ix bir pomference with 
bath, foemed that hence. of government 
Patriarchsy Adctropalizans Orc. and bis is you,) the-réalon 
of invecstion of Saintt, Orc. rep) £0r nen. to fay ous 
itis 
| 

of 

the, Covenant arealwa 

| cal Pelt af the bepiged and 
| child thm this-is the 
alfa ah sone may 
} ‘Der faite, ie fell 


infant proved 133 
which dyed he feventh day’ and mas nos Girtusheifed, and 
Same condition, -bue id this 
suing: ageiatkthe nighe of: dnfants 


nog soon ligt (aailliw boo) sacs. 

mens padebeplifis deter 

ford. 


Bok: * reconciled, 


whether by right of 
parents only, or. by, the righe of their remoter forefathers, 


| who have beea found in the faith, is. very Ticdle:-helpefull 


co 


ti yourcauts neris it any weny.great 
thofe parsics: whom you mention, for Mr Caledn ve 


ry wordscited, doth almotts(ifnot aleogethet reconcile 
it, whilehee faith, when the neareft parents are 
este; it may bee conftdered wherber the child milly not bee. 
eit ber af the: sther or Grandmother make profe ffidity Wm 
the, night. of tbe Houfbeld Geverniur, 
»12543- Here is litle orino of 
another, ‘but both of:them beatidg Aree go 


makes this his Argument why. ‘have ee 


children 


with-hins this in mee youcall ararnall j on; 


Wer 


yous Pedebaptift s os wel Amaboprific, like ff the Sea, 


\ 


ore 


shing forLaprizing of 

there (God wing) 
fecond Ww where ont SF Co- 
venant ithe Children were out with them ; this (fay 
yOu) wvivt true, parent?" 


pc. Yet 
their children ‘were. vo ‘bee ‘antwer; firtt 
of rethaine, Gods people in 
all, profeli not’ received-a Bill ¢ divorce- 
| Ok fome Whbavete caf 
and. yénraine! in rive: vifible Youietic of the the 
Churchs.oroffome who were vifibly thus<taken in, and 
their Infauts lefrout,' but in ttead of this, fill oni.” 
in your wonted: equivocation yof the’ word: Covenant 
of, staking Mt: Covenant: -iof faving 
gracesmor including the way of adminnftration 


To Seth: 6. willicg)t thall ery’ hat there tin 
 Vindicating choles Texts I.-broughe. 
a procks ‘ag. aathe of Jeweddid ander thie Forinet 
tobe- whéredf was caken:ony of AG: 2: 
ro the Where Peteriexhorting his hearers to belecve and bee 
the Covenant chis as,arit :Argament taken. from the bene- 
otgrace. comb to theirpolteritic, Tibe promis 


is brauch to is! atcording: toyoar 
ulaall nycthoil,. throw dire:in. the: ficeof an: Argument. 


high piriches: you, Sleighting and {corning thas which you 
néwers andthen to frame féveral 
the a dulkaboucit irkafome: it 


abe for Jom to fine sown enemy ahd 


| 

| Mr.Zombe 

| method o 
{wesing. 

| 

| 


Scripture, 


my arguments dnt of the Texte: SM 
F hardly can whether were beft ro fn 


xt ‘Or pity’ this 
deverare tediumsix feemes 
re; On populum, ‘it you did not, I wonder 
bee thus troubled, lainelg@cas I 
could ed the meaning of the Text : I firft thewed 
where the h of the \Viz. ‘That nor: 
‘them frith and Baptifme fhonld receive fucb an 
Trvaluable bemefit, but sbeir children foould alfo ( as under tbe for- 
mer adminiflration they ere) beeteken inte 4 b.ttzr adminiftra- 
tion, the Covenant bang 
manner, and all theywhbesher neere or farre: 
beft Covenant, as formerly they 


tothe coh 


were when the more 


lons 


you'are put to, that'your 


the -beft and fulleft 
uff, who would 


Id thermfelves and their children with them, bee under ibis 
And inthe progreffe of my difcourfe 


trary. 
Next follows your &everall “You whether I Mx.Tonbes his 


feich children in under she firft part, 


t, Iwill be thy God 5 or art in mulci- 


ther wnder the fecond, will be the Ged of thy feed. “Or 


meane of graces, or 
you doubt wberber my 
if they obeybis call: then 
Thatif the Parents obey bis call, bee will be the Goil of them, and 
their doe net dy Yea far 
‘ther (beanie here ar¢ not ‘you proceed 


If by the promt(é 


will beleene; repentand ‘then you 
pake ears of Zecbeus, L 
| at the Dy. 

thoufe upon. his beleeving 5. 


my 
way 
R 3. Goudwins 


en, be: meant of 

and your children 

fenfe you make out of that. 


46 bat the meaning 
may parely by bis bekeewing: and 


terpretation Of Zaches, that he meant it 
and that thence hecollefted thas.an 


hold was: Ecclefia prima:,: and then you 
fee down yourown fenle of! Glvasion to, 


onulciplicity of inagi fes,-arxt conte uen: 
fenkes are. heneipobred ont ansbeape?:/could the 
hadvedxtraited any: mone? :-The Reader 
if takethéntall finglys” and thew:what{- 
own or reje& of each of them; -I¢ is bettertofer down che 
plaine fenfe together, and make it goods .and then he, wil} 
-difcern how you havedudeavoured tocloud an argument, 
and wrangle againitie, when you cannor antwerit.-. J 
The plaine plainly exptelled:the Apolties argument to be trom 
fenfe& {cope thebenefit, which would not. onely ‘come to themilelves, 


of this but co theic children by in Chrifts and at 
ter added, that the: dhate ftrength: of: the Argument lay 


‘thus; God hath now and his Covenant to, Abya, 
© bdimsin fending that blefled feed ia whonrhes. promifed 
betheGod of him. and of his {eed}.doe, notyyou by 
© your uhbeliefe de rivé your felyesand your poftericy of 
40 exctllentia gift: In which paflage you :acknow 
bave hitthe marke, 2nd piven ths very intérphefation whic | 
owne. Andtwhereas yous adde as adurther illaftration, that 
the promife is how fulfilled tothem and theic-children, ac* 
cording to.4s.3. 25. Te arethe children of the Prephetiyand 
of which God made wishowr farbers, Os, con- 
at Argumenr,: theC ovenant, 
That bee bee she. God of 
and of their feed, and they werethe ebsldren or beires of that Co- 
vesavt, that look as God wasthe God of brabsm and his 
feed, would be the God:of shem and:of-sheir feed, if 
nothaethen by tht therefore hewould 
novhavethem) by their : unbelief 
of 


436 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
¥ ‘ 


proced fom 


faw well therefore fay, 
OM, dee stot by your wubeliefe deprive your pofte- 
rity of fo excellent , bath a listlerelifh of my interpretation 


the promife the natural fred of beleevers. . But Sir, 
you call iea relith?. it:is the very fcope' of 
ye t, that look as God did when hee made the 
he ce in. Chrift to Abrabam upon his beleeving, 
his polterity, thofe that were borne of bim, into 
Covenant with hints inthe fenfe which I before alledgeds, 
and not onely the naturall Jews, but even among all’ Nati- 
ons, whoever became followers of Abrabamsfaith, didin- 
herit Abrahams promife, 7 bat be would be the God of them aud 
their feed, and by vertue of that promife, their children 
were taken into vifible conamunion: {6 this blefled feed 
finwhom this promife was founded] being-nowcome,:_ 
would according as heretofore,makeit good to al, whether 
Jewes or. Gentiles, that fhould beleeve in him. 
‘This claufe ofthe Covenant of grace, andthe interpre- 
tation of it, viz. Thatit belongsto all believers, and that 
Dy vertue of it are to be received into vifible 


communion, often difpute againft, and fometimes fay: 
that it was a promile peculiar to Abrabam at other times, it 
was.at wt further then to Abraham, 


and pet bsve their pofierity Cas born of them)co 
belong tothe vitbleChurch, though inthis place whéreic 
was proper, you fay lirdeor nothing tit, ‘onely* 


‘wrangling exceptions againft my interpretation; but 
becaufe it moft tothe baGinefle in hand, 1} thal: 


into-confideration,; and manifeft that it was 
iviledge to Abrabam; no nor toAbrabam, I- 
to havetheir poft@iry taken into Covenant thy Godand,, 


Seed, nat pe- 
culiar to Abra- 
ham, }Haac and 
all proved, 
three Ar- 


of 


him-:, 


ull, and fo in fome fenfe [she root, you eliewhere: | 


partake.of the excéxihall pt 


5 


“intended. chiefly of the nation’of the Je 


faying theft things belong to th 
@ome to not me 

‘externalls - I, by the might cut‘o 

Poenas well as tobeledyers were sthele pramifes 

and Ifhall defre yous to thinké: how! by chis*Ariwer 
_ will ayoyd that which page:42, you call 


hish: and therefore as Abrahams faith juhtifed him be: 


fore God,& gave him intereft in ‘the fpirienall graces of the 
and nane but bimfelfs yer 


accotunged to, belong to Giods Nirigdomland 
iviledges of ‘it; anid thereby 
e Of it, and{o bee fieted for 


be trained up under thedifcip 


{piricuall priviledges and graces which God doth ordina> 


rily confer upon | chem Whoare'thys.trained up fofhallic 
bee wich them who beconie: followers of Abrabams fiith, 
Secondly, had it been 
naturall feed, Profelytes of other Nations. could never by 
vertu¢ of their becomming followers of Abrabams faith iave 
broughttheir children into Covenant with then, : to 
havea Chutch-memberthip,:as wee know they did. 

Thigdly, and weknow alfo that this promile of ‘being 


ed many hundred yeers after 
dead. and rotten, as Peut.30. 6. The Lord will éircumacife thy. 


advantageous his children, that forhis fake they thould 
be 


tiviledge to Abrabams- 


_ the God of beleevers and their feed, was frequently renew+ 


4 


4 


beart,.and the bears of thy feeds ‘9, Feare® 


not O. Jacob my fervent, and -thou. 
hofem I will poure my {pirit thy feed, and my bleffing 
groffes@c, Solikewile Elay 59.21 As for me this: is°my 
nant with them, faith the Lord, my Spirit thee aiid 
words whieh baye putin thy mouth, Joalt wet-depart our of thy 
mouth, nor owt of month: uf thy feed, nor out the ‘of’ 


thy Seeds feed, faith tht Lord’, froma henceforth and: forever, and: 


thistait promife your felfe acknowledges page $4.10 bee 


calling in’? and whercasyou te - 


when they. 


¥ 


ny, priviledge which 3 


among the 


dexhe® Texts by. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| Deur.30.6. 
Efa.44.2,3. 
| 
21. 
| 
| T am 
vitadié 


proved from Scripture, 
trifling in Mr. Cotton.F or Inftance; God made this promife 
(fay you) to Abraham, Ifaae and Facob, to beethe God of 
them and of their feed, in all generations:fee how you will 
anfwer your owne objection ; if it bee underftood usi- 
ver{allyto all bie feed, that is manifeftly falfe, all bis feed bad 

God tobe their Gods or if it-be meant Conditionally, if they 'be- 
Jeeve, then the meaning muft bee, that God would bee she God of 
Abrabam and bis {eed if they did beleeve ; and then it fignifieens 
moretben thus, that God will beethe God of every beleever, and: 
chen it is but trifling to adde, t0 bee the God of bim and of bie 
feed, beeanfe nothing is more expref[ed in the laft words thin 
what [sidin the therefore this promife made to 
Abraham, Leacand Facob, mutt ‘bee reftrained and 
beleevers onely, sot to the natural feed of Abrabam, Ifaac, and 
-  Lacob, busto beleevert, as they and sheir feed by calling: thus by 
your owne Argument you cut off all the Jewes but fuch as 
were holy, as much as you doe the Gen- 
tiles, from having any vifible communion in externall pri- 
viledges. Confider what you will anfwer to thefe things, 
I nothing feare but by what diftin@ion you will fetch off 
the Jewes, wee-hall fetch off the cbildren of beleevers, whe- 
ther or Gentiles. This I adde to make it more cleare, 
_ that that promife, Gen.17. I will bee the God of thee and of thy 
Seed, (to which the Apotftle here relates) is a Gofpell pro- 
mife, which from age to age holds forth {ome benefits even 
prefleth tobeleeve in: 59 an beir 1g 
this:new and beft 
ewVovenant, Dyan Argument reaching to po 
tie; the fenfeisno more thenthus,. you have indeed cru- 
cified the Lord of life, and deferve that his blood fhould 
bee required of you and of your children, and that that 
Vineyard (the heire whereof you have killed). fhould bee: 
taken away from you, but if yet you will receive him offe-. 
red to. you in his ¢ » itfhallnotprove fo,but you 
thall receivethe holy Ghoft, you tall bee juftified, accep- 
ted, you fhall till bee a chofen generation, the Church and 


Stormy 


> 
people of Gor We DOS i. hal. unger til 


136 Infant-Baptifme proved from Scripture. 
beft adminiftration, they fhall be accounted by verme of: 
this promife ftill to bee his, :andbe trained up. for him, 
hisSchoole, in his houfe,,.as heretofore they have beene, 
yeaand greater advantage, becaufe a greater abun- 
dance of the {pirit is now poared and to bee poured out.Try 
what abfurdicies you can make to follow from this Ar-. 
_ After [had opened the {cope of the ment, I procee- 
ded to examine what exceptions are Firit, 

~ gainft this ar- fome fay the promife here mentioned is meant of eXxtraor- 
gument anfwe- dinary gifts of the holy Ghoft, this I confuted, in this you 
red, concurre with mee, onely (that tole ys debafe as much. 
pollible what ever I gociabout to prove): yowadde,. 
reco my reajons dre not fufficient tocanfute it, for though all who then’ 
beleeved. and were bamized did not receive:thofe extraordinary 
gifts, yet Peter might affure them that it frewld be fo for the futures 
Anfwer. ,This deferves_no reply ; is it imaginary that’ Pete-might’ 
promife what pever was to bee performed? was itto be true 
at any time, that all who beleeve fhonld receive the extra=’ 
ordinary gifts of the holy Ghoft? Y our felfefay elfewhere, 
you fhould incurre blafphemy to challenge a promife which: 
God fhould net niake good, , And whereas: you adde fur-' 
ther,that at doth not follor that thes primi(e muft-bee true in al 
agesy: that whoever'b.leeves and baptized; {hall receive remiffi- 
on of finnes, and the gift of the holy Ghoft b.caufetbere wothing 
in the T ext to prove that this promife fovuld be in force in all ages. 
But Sir istherenoe in the Text, jall shat are afatre.off even 
thanty a6 the Lord our God fball calls: and: doth not:that reach’ 
Exception, The other» fhife which I faid was: 
voyd the force of :this Argument,.is- their interpretangn 
who fap, Toyo and your children,misft bce thus 
d'she Lord foallcall, that is, whew ahy-of 
childresi tomie:to called, this promiife thall made 
good unto them; mow. I faid this was ‘but a ‘hift,’ becaufe 


the Apofiles Argumiéne isi taken. from) the benefit whieh 
fhould come to 


aball »betaulewith ‘it-holds 
more 


Pad 


| 

| 
| 
| 


‘Infant-Baptifme proved from Scripture. 
‘more to the children éf beleevers chento Pagans, the promife 

is made to as many as God fhall call, that is, to yos, 20 yoar 
children,and to Pagans, and their children as much as to you and 

your children; what argament can this afford from a benefit 

which their chrldrenfbould receive if theybeleeved? 

Bue this fay you the gennine and neceff sry explication of the 

Text, for let the promife bee whut it can bee, whether of faving 

graces, of outward priviledges, of extratdinary gifts, it is me 

wayes true without that limitation, as many as the Lord fhall 

{Bue this fs but a deceivirig of your Reader with an eguive- Anfw. 
¢ation inthe word call, forif you meane ef mmward effedual! 
eslling, of true faich wrought in the heart, and then fay, 
what ever is meant by the promife, whether inward graces 
orgutward privledges, none partake of any of thefe things, 

‘without this inward call? mufttell you, this is one’ of the 
things youuleto call ditFates, bold affertions without proofe, 
the falfehood whereof is abundantly manifefted already:Do 
you not know and grant that outward priviledges are com- 
moni to elec and reprobate? But if you. meane it of out- 
ward calling, then I not onely affert, but have already 
proved their Infantsinjoy this calling with them. But be- ae: 
caufé you ‘cannot deny thatthe Apoitle here meant to fetch 3+ =*ceptron, 
an Argumenttaken from thebenefit which fhould come to 
their children, you have found out another foif?, and fay, 
the maine matter swat concerning themfelves to them, beosufe 
they bad faid, His blava be upon us and wpon onr children, this 
wu comfortable Argument,bcanfe they might bereby underfland, 
that nowwithftanding this imprecation or execration, they and 
their children might yet bee faved by this Fefus whom they bad 
Crucified, “in cafe they fooald belecve inbim, 
reply, firlt, there is nothing inthé'Text toevinctit, 


that all thefe men either uttered that ‘curfe, or were privie 
to it : for though Peter faid they hadcrucified him, he meant 
the Feribes and Pharifees had done it, and elfewhere hee faies, 
thie dels, at bad done it: it is 
of cle Rrdager Jewes Knew ribthing 
Of it, Secondly, let ‘it 
2 


| 


proved from Scripture, 
_and were parties in it, and fo confequiently. that the appli- 
cation of the wasthe more feafonable to them, yet 
- \ becaufe it was the promife of the Covenant, which belonged 
~ go every Covenanter, that God in Chrift would bee a God 
to them andto their feed, and.that hee prefled it. to them 
as to thofe who were : children of the Covenant, 4&,, 
Chap, 3. Verfe 25. this Argument taken from the Cove- 


nant had been of ufe, though that {peech had_.never 


~ 


| uttered. 
for witlefTe defCant I put up- 
a on my adverfaries, while I fay the Argument muft run thus, 


that if the Apoftle mutt be inte! » Casthefe men would 
havehim ) to you and yourchildren, fo many of them as 
the Lord fhall call, viz. you and your children bave bitherte 
been anboly feed. But now if you, beleeve inChriff yonr felves, 
your children {oall bee in no better condition then the reft af the Par 
gan world, but if afterward any of them or any of the beathen foal 
beleeve and be baptized, their particular perfoms {ball be taken in- 
to Covenant, but their Children fill left out, this (Laid 1) would 
notbave been a very comfortable Argument to perfwade them to 
come in, is relation tothe good of their cbildrens . To this ‘your 
anfwer is, that this witl.{fe defcant followes not ow the applying 
the reftrittion inthe and of the verfe, to them, their children, end 


«im - 


| d 


s 


allthat are sfarre off, and that which I burden my adverferies Te= 
net witb,of putting beleevers Infants ont of the Covengut into the 


sondition of Pagans children is 4 Co:cy{me anfwered before, But 


Sirs bee it witlefle or witty, they mult owne 
It 


it whole it 
and I perceive you can. more eah ‘put Off with a cof fie 
then give it a folid anfwer, and ‘it ts a thorhe which will 


not fo. eafily bee, placked out ‘of your fide: the ftrength 
tto 
of the 


of it is, Peter eould not: have ufed this as an Ar 
wade them to come. under this adminiltration 


‘don beg truc, becaufe 


wrt iz 


532 
beene 
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Hove then conld thi beficto be nfed? tel me I 
= fu fome Farm :or Office under 

a that in his Grant or Patent,there were fome 

ivil or. benefits included concerning: his 
f now the Lord of whom hee held it,fhould offer 
anew Granitin which his children fhould be expreflely 
left out, and. no more-priviledges for shem then for. meere 
couldan-Argument-bee taken fromthe benefit 
chat to hisChildren,to perfwadehim to give 
up his former, and.acsept this latter Grant? I thinke not. 
you call that expreflion of. of the 
evers into the fameftate with the children 
of Cory which you bave anfwered before. pardon 


rnfull expreflion,you doe but kick at that which _ 


your {co 
you., itis atruth which you have no caule to 


care of you. by 
truth of R fee in. 


your 10 Settion | 
the Covenant, there was no occafion te name their children, it:bad | 


yelation to the Covenant: the fn 
gobich alledge nob their i atth. 27.24 


but becan @ Chri 


alledge : now, 
thould come. to their pofterity 


: 
. Lanfwer,juft asgood an one, as becaule . Abrabe 
3 
ye 


94 proved fraps Séripture. 


therefore none may bee virenniciled butfinels as they are, 

paint the next Text of Scripture which prove 
Rom, 12.6.8. this Condlufion; viz, Rom, be where ! faid, The 
_vindicared, Apoftles {cope was to fhiw that we'Gentiles have now the ‘fame 
graffirag the true Olive Which farmterly bad ; and 
our infer able their ‘prefent caftinz 
and ther? taking in’ ‘at ‘the fatter’ end uf tbe World ; 
it apparent grafting ints they aud their chi'drn 
taken in’ ing ont ‘they and obildven were 


broke off: akin de of ithe 


To Sef. 7. 


this by vertne of she ono Ero Deus tuus, &c. W bith is 


WOE this: 
fick 
nent, “T bat ten fereh 
ing of ‘and Mdeed, not’ 


wt 


mean 


90 you could haven’ bol ODring ‘ii 
imaginary ferfes; thereby darken an: Mert, ‘whieh 


AY whether ine 


ade to them, or r th 


ue 
wa 
are the 
thé we children 
rr 

on; 


ou pleate ail your, imaginary fenfes to the” 
chats chi en, andfay, if theyand theirchil- 


dren were seaticd i in together, was it into thevifible, or in- 


vifible Chureh,?..was it faith, or the profeflion of faich? 
was it.certain or pr 
Reader would fmileat the vanity ofthefe queftions? 
When you have fet downé yourfenfes, next you thus 
proceed, the thing that is to be proved isy That all the ine 
fants. of every beleever are in the Covenant of Free gracein: 
Chrift, and by vertue thereof ty 
of the viftble Chureh, Sis, the thing to bee, prayed from 
this Text, is, That omninfusts. bate, the fame right whieh the 
infants of the Fewshad,.and your Atguments fight againtt the. 
Infants of the-Jews, as as againt the cof thei 
Gentiles 5, for.-[roia youriown words bex: 
BOW 5:80 the bee 
grated that the infants of tbe Jews were :for the aoft part 
der the eleltion and Covinat of. grate, and fo inthe vifible 
it mill nat follow. tha: every infant oj \a Jens. 
ws Ie child aiteleower, undér the 
Covenant if grates becanfe me expr 
the 6) v and alk 
painit the ane as 


; 


doe thinke the: Apuft le bere ‘by. graff 
Cirenmcifion, or incifion _by-outward 

memberthip communion ‘with the: 
Ghiift; and that: the external! feale of: their vifiblegra 
cand:of ours Baplifme } s:and ‘yet ‘ic 


Doe, you not-thinke your’ 


t35 
Circumeifion;therefore ougs aretbbe ingrafied im by Bap~ i 
You aniper; bp ie: 
But 


But to you: it feeris that img afing bere\ér méant of thé invite 
ble'Chureh by elefion and faith: ‘1 sifit of the 
inivifible Church onely; and that al who are graffed in,n 
the Apoftles fenfe, whether Jews are -onely e 
le&vories) Iwill folemul promi to plead this 
for any: OF | Of or: 
tiles; no‘norifor yifible Profelfors of either: them; pro- 
vided onel yifyoucannot make that good you will ie 
indeed you mult] yeeldthatfome are to be reputed vilible 
Ghurch-members, not elect, whether Jews bi Gen- 
tiles, and that’our ngin, is as theirs was; 
their-children,-we and our children andif you yu plea 

usa’ little try it out. The Textisplaine, fome of' the bran- 
_ ches Were broken whofe naturall grow= 


ing in the Olive yeelded them. that'p ‘which they’ 
now parcakeof' who ‘were thefe 
broken-off from’ the ‘you daté not fay! 


:if theni the Olive from which they were broken off, bee 
‘the vifible Chuich, Bworider thariany 
but an Arminian,fhould. make any queftion that the Apoftle: 
(peaka'oncly of rejetting the: Natiors oF: the: ‘Jewes from: 
being the.vifible Church, andtaking, of the Gen- 
tilds intheir ftead; be ‘Gods vifible Ki in that ie) 
oken:off,which» 


is meant 


as 
cannot from:the mvifit Church Butletusfechow 
you feeleto evade this, and how you prove that it muft bee - 
dos tlie in viible Church: 


436 
4 
- 
Lranches méxebro 
2. 
who being 


sraffed in,in the ftead of them who were bfoke off? If the 


grace, becamfe they were their children: it 
 chey were noe members of the inviftble Church ‘you fay 
ruth, but nothing to the pnrpofe. But if your ‘mea- 


grating as gavethem a right to outward Ordinances 5 you 
not onely contradi& the Scripture, but your felfe, who 


plead this, Tbhstit wae peculiar priviledge te Abrahatn, thas 
bis children foould bave {uch avifible flanding as ours bave not: 


plainly,the Jewes were the natural] branches,fome of them 
were elect, fome not, the body of them were the branches 
{poke of in this'place, nrany' Of were broke off, o- 
thers of chem kept their ftation ‘yer Gods eleftion ‘failes 
not; even (is it now, the Gentiles were graffed in, thatis, 


their vifible faith pave them a vifible ingrafhin their invif= 


ble faith gavethem (who have it) avi inivifible member~. 
fhip: yea, tome your felfefeem to fay as‘nmchr; when 


63. you affine, may be either into the vifible or inyifi- 


ble Church; ‘gr affing in, may be either by faith, or profeffion 4 
fing 


faith. And pag. 65. is true that our prefent graffing 
anfroerable tol or rather for their | cafting out’; tbat 4, God would 
Supply in bis Olive tree the Church, the cafting away of the: Tews 

by th. calling of the Gentiles, fo mimehthe Apoftle faith, ver. 17. 
thou being a wilde Olive, wert graffed in, in ramorum defra- 
&orum locumséntothe ‘to of the braxches broken off.if you mean 
it in this fen{e( fayyon) grant it.And truly Sir,in thefe words, 
ftanditig, you grantnot onely my interpreta 
= sb but even the queftion controverted be- 


irft,you grant my int ation, that itis not 

\meantof the invafible, bue the vibe Charch for Tknow 
‘you willnot any of the elec& Jewes were broken 
off, and theGenitiles elefted put’ into their place. Te 
muftthereforebe meant of the vifibley ‘and ofthe viftble 
Charch of the New Teftament; and that thofe Jewes who 
kept cheir ftation, and wewhovare if the roomie Of thofe 
were broke off “ewes 


a 


‘were, how doth this diftin@ion help you? fay indeed, 
That the Infants of beleeving Jewes were not in the Covenant’ of. 
‘this you! meane’ 


ning be, that they had not a vifible memberfhip,fach an tm- 


137 
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proved frows Scripture, 


grant, thar our children theirs were, We are 
grafted in, in ramarum defrattorum locnm, we fiepply im the 
sree she Church, the away of tbe Jews. Now if we 
thus. the place of their children. 
which were broken off ; wich the 
of the Jews who remained in this Olives and their remai- 
ning in the Olive, did not (L hope) deprivethem of that . 
priviledge which before-timesthey had for their children, 
and therefore we mult haye the fame with them,and a grea> 
ter thenthey had fortheir-children, none of us ever plea- 
ded, shough ours be-clearer, anda ereates meafure of grace 
accompanying it. 
Yougoe on, and fay, phen for of the natural branches 
sere, cht aff it #4 not meant ether mife then our Savient Chrift 
Joh.15.2. Joh. 13.2. Every branch in me nut bearing fruit bee 
provesthein- takes that is, nok thatany branch truly im him could bee 
fruitlef[e, or taken am thofé branches which were fa 
ho in appearance.’ I tthis is my very mea that 
| this ftanding is not. to be limited 
totheinvifible but takes in the vilible alfo, not reftrained 
eo fuchi as havea {pirituall union with Chrift by faith , but 
alfa the, profeffion .of faith, which oft 
is not in gruth, thas which it appears to be. 
Whereas you the Apoftles feape sa the whole 
ge Hah away bis people, aud 
mot foe wre have nom. the fame wes 
the who hapa, open the that 
matter. or argumens which 6ver and that 
you cannot gainfay, br thea there the Apoftle makes an 
ng in in their ftead., Aud yom 
niferationof it, 
it iscof very: good. ufe in this 
ou bring it for, we die 
cles tance;which Covenant — 
shen 


J ~ 
> 
é 
4 
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Baptsfine proved frone Scripture, 
fame conditions, tothe fame forts of ns; but 
the adminiftrasion of it, is clean differing fromtheirs. You 
grant, That by wee, partake of, the; jubfiance of the Cover 
nant, in re{pech af wh are Abrahams 
‘feeds Yeas and addes, vifible beleevers,are his vifi- 
ble feed: Bus if you:mean it lay you of the outward admini- 
Prasion of this ingraffing by Circumcifion, Baptifme, ec. nothing 
more falfe, tbe outward adimyiftr ation .stterly taken: away; 
pied, to affirimethat it is not 5. ere to. Vacate the blood of Chrift 
in this particular. But-Sir,. this is at the belt but cunning 
dealing, and in part, aconfidentfalfe affertion ; .it is cun-. 
ning to.fay by Circumcition, Baptilme, &¢. as.if both’ thefe 
belo to.one adminiftration:, Indeed; to affirme thas 
ingcatfing into the vifible Ghurcl, fhould now bee by, Cir- 
rticulars but tofay [as you ought, if you, would. fpeake 
plainly) thatgo have our initiation now by: Baptifme inte 
the yilible Ghiurch, as formerly by Civcumcilion; or to fay 
that all outwardadminiftrations ofshe Covenaut arengw 
utterly taken,away, | though the old one is vanilhed noc 
onely aflertion, and. if you, faynos 
you apply my diftin®ion to.no purpole. 
You.goeon, whereas {aid their taking in inthe end of the 
svorld wil be at ours,tbey and sheir childrensy ougrant thie is tree, 
Ifir be true, thattheic children by the children of ‘be. 
be accounted to Church, yougrant 
ifyou meanenotfo, but think chat at their 
theirs children (hal not enjoy thag 
iviledge which they had when they were 
younotiay fo, that all the wor 
that you think in their bel condition they shall. 
ved of priviledge which they, enjoyed iatheir 
on-age? and yet you grant, bat they and. their ebildrem 
she Fews, then ia wow of the Gentiles, according 
11.26, And faab foall be “Bat 


this tbe dither all 


+ 

¥ 

‘ 


proved from Scripture, 
Chriff; or in face of the vifible Church admitted 10 Bapti(ie, 
Ther, the thing to be proved was, our Infants have 
the fame priviledge with theirs, and that ieprovesabundant 
Ty; as for election’; wee are not to efteem all vifible mem- 
bers, whether Infants or grown men, to beeelected, God 
having declared the contrary, this being true in all ages of 
the Church, Many are called; and but few chofen. Notwith- 
ftanding, whett we fpegk of particulars, wee have the fame 
of charitable hope tor on¢as for’ another, As for 
your othtr expreflion, T this proves not that they are to bee 
looked vifible members of the Oburch, and to be admitted 
to out Ward Ordinances; this isonely to deny the Conclufion, 
Whether this being proveds'that our Infants havethe fame 
Fightto bee reckoned'to the Church'of God;'as well asthe 
Fnfants of the Jews; benor'ajult ground, and as good a 
‘fotitidation to prove, ‘that theretore. they mult bee ad» 
mitced’ to that’ Ordinance which is the initiall {eale, fhalf: 
in’ due time appeare; when Ihave made good the nextcon- 
‘elafion, That: Baptifine fucceeds im'the voome of circumcifion 
80 inthe meane time letthe Reader judge 
Tfartherfaid of the Jews, they foall by verte of Gods 
wemant bee taken in againe inthe end of the world, becanfe the 
vont is becanfe Gods covenant with Abraham, [faac, and 
‘Jacob exiends yet to them, and foal againe bloffime, and will 
take place, when the foall bee taken away, and 
prefent nationall condition I ont inthe compari= 
Nebuchadntzzars drésiie; Dan. 4.14. ofa tree that wat. 
ward did grow again. The thing it felf you deny hor, norgo. 
about to anfwer my argument drawn from the Jewes, via 
we, as they, were takén in; they, and their children thallbe 
at the Jaft ‘taken inagaine, as they atthe firlt and 
therefore we and they makingaip the fatiie bodys are taken 
In upoirthé fame ground, n with uss‘as well as. 
theirs with thents this about 

quatrels 


Shr; Thever thompht 4 Scholaravould 


Ins farit= Baprifont prov ved from Scripture, 
arifon fhould rumne upon foure feet ; nor have wrefted ic 
ond what wasintended by ic, I never intended to make 


Nebuchadne&x.zrsdreame an sae to prove, but onely 
to illuftrate; thatas that tree for a while was cut downe, 


and the rootbowsid ‘with an Iron chaine, was kept :fromy 
growing, yet in theend the chaine was removed, and the 


tree grew againe ; fo the nation of the Jewes was for a: 
while caft off,from being the people of God, during the time 
of their blindnefle andunbeleefe, but in the the vaile 
thould be removed, andtheir nation taken into their for- 

mer Church-ftanding, yea‘and more glorioufly, and that 

by reafon of the Covenant; But from this ycu féeke to 
draw many ablurdities, andtofhew wherein my compari- 

fon holds not; astbis tree is mut cut doyene a that wax, onely 
Some branches broken off, and that 10 make Abraham tke. rootige 
bound with a chaine is nnbandfome and that in this allo- 
J Sometimes make 
venan the root,@e. all which are worthy of no anfwer; no~ 


thing being held out in the allufion but what I now faid; ne. . 


verthelefle, were it pertinentto our controverfie it might 


eafily enough be fhewed, how in a found fenfe the Cove- 
nant is the root upon which Abrabam and allthe reft of the: 
branches grow, and alfo how by vertue of the Covenant; 
Abyabam is alfo a roottrom-which his feed grow, yea, and: 
feverall beleevers are roots from: which their pofteritie: 
-{prings,andhow in one found fenfe Abrabam, Ifaae and Ta- 
cob,and all vifible beleevers make up this one trea,this Olive, 
yet in another fenfethey are all bue branches of this: 


Whereas] faid in all bie difcour{2,, the bolinelfe of the bran— 


ches thete {poke of, 3s not meant of a perfenall inberent: boline(fe, 


bus an belineffe 
—biline ffi, Againk this'you- except:many things. Firft, Mr. 
| dodwin meane thar. 


Goodwin éxpotinds it otherwife: if Mr. 
there is no other holines which ¢ metrefteemed {0 . 
in facie dei according Rom. 2.24. concur with him,bue if 
he fay there is‘no other holineflé,or that the profefhon of: 
holinefle may notmake him wifibitee Eom 


Abrabam the roote; fometimes the Co- 


144. 
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proved from Scriptare, 
clefegwhen I heare him fay fo (as yet 
from him though hee be losin 
ly, fay you,bere are divers things t0 ve marked 

an obeliske : indeed Sir that brand ,is al wayes Feady at your 
hand, let us. fee whether you; have fet it juftly or no in this 
Derivative place, andwhether your impartial Reader: will nos take 
itOffand et ixupon your felfe; 1. (fay you). perfonalt 
fed. inherent to deriv gtive ao: but Rea- 
looke into my Sermon, and fee whether I'did or nos. 
I confidently deny this charge, I onely fhewed the meaning 
of the word in thu place to bee of derivative holineffe com- 
mon to the whole nation,not excluding perfonall inherent 
holineffe in true beleevers among them; andl fay again,the 
whole nation was called 0), not perfonally inherent, but 
federally; aud you acknowledge here a derivative holinefie 
from Abrabam as afpirituall father, yet Lfappofe you will 
not undertake to jultifie that true inherent holinefle is dex 
rived from any, but from our Lord Jefus Chritt, and his 
holy fpiric. Next fay you, thé bolineffe.is derived nut from 
any Ancefters, but onely from Abraham. But 1. befeech you in 
your nexe not onely to dictate this, as in this booke you 
doe very often ; but cleare and prove it by fome good are 
guments, why it does not defcend from other immediate 
ts, who ate beleevers, as well as originally from Abra. 
: for parents who are branches from Abraham thei 
father, ate yet rootes to their children who fpring from 


them; Doe wee not read of the rcot of Icffe, Efay 11? though. 
hee was buta branch from Abraham, not 
rent among the Jewes, at leaft every beleeving parent apply: . 
that promife madeto Abraham, I bee the Cad of thee,and — 
thy feed? if you thinke hee may. not, the Argu>_. 
ments which I have brought foric, in at our fixe 


wer £0 
Seftion.. I demand further, was not farch a holinefle derived: 
Abraham to his naturall feed, or pofteritie, where all 
rabams 


teritie, who arecalled the holy feed, 

inet { fay you) parents 

chil Abraham ontly it boly or. at the moft, Abrabam, 

and Jacob, ix whofe nemesthe Covenant runs. Te. 


I 


* 
~ 
7A 
= 


Infdwi-Baptifme proved from Scripture, 
I reply, firft, thisieto fay and unfay; Abrabem onely is an 


holy roote; yet Ifzae and Iscob'are holy rootstoo. Second- 


of she 


Jy, the Apoftle names none of them at all, but {peakes 


fatbers,which includes all cheir Anceftors,at leaft more then 


Abraham onely. Thirdly, how often did God (asI thew- 
ed before) renew that promife, I willbee the God of thee 
and of thy feed, after Abraham, Ifase and lacob were all 
dead? Fourthly, your felf fay, the body of beleevers is 
compared to the Olive tree, and each beleeverto a branch, 
andthen, fare Abrabam, Ifaae and Iacob onely, are not the 
root or tree which bare the branches, but the body of be- 
leevers is the tree, and fo (by your owne grant) it followes, 
beleevers in onefenfe arethe tree, in another the branches, 
Fiftly, I adde, that the body of beleevers, who make this 
Olive tree and branches, mutt neceflarily be underftood of 
vifible profeflfors, and not reftrained or limited to trnebe- 
leevers onely, otherwife the branches could ‘not have’ been 
broken off,as is aforefaid. | 
Next you 
of deriving bolineffe from beleevers to tbeir pofteritie ont of the fr- 
militude of an Olive, and its branches, compared with Pfal. 128, 
3-&ec. And Vilifie him,as aman who’ by Spinning 
out fimilitndes and conjectures, deludes bis Auditory with' fuch 
things , rather then fatisfie them with arguments: what hit 
difcourfe was, you fet not downe, nor in what fenfé he al- 
ledged holineletobe derived from 


their poftericy,but why lke I/bmael your fwo 


thus again man, I cannot tell? as. for Mr. Goodwin 
(notwithftanding his difference from me in fome ‘points of 
Teandoe no lefle then teftifie that I 


harch-government 
him to be a Learned Divine, and aneminent 


Preacher of the Gofpel of Chrift, aid his worth not to be 
bhafted by your {cornfull fpeech; and for the things you. 
alledge againft him, he aflures mee, Ton sve fet downe bis 
notions in your Booke otberwifetben be preached thems. and that 
in due time bee intends ta publifh-bie Sermons, and then the 
world fhall fee whether you have done him ‘right or. 


out of your way, to reproae: M Thomas Mr. Goodwin 
indeavored to inferre a kind of promife Viadicacd, 
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aes 


proved from Scriptare. 
‘Children fol- haftly,to that which I afferted, the Infants both f 
low the Cove- Fompes and Gentiles, for thefe outmard dilpen{ations are conipreben- 
ded in their P arents,sbe Infants of godly Parents,according to the 
of bis mercy, the Infants of the wicked, accerding to the 
nor of bis juftice:you upon this demand whether do nos in thi 
fimbolize with Arminius,who makes this the Cause w by the pofte- 
rity of femme people bave not thego/pel,becaufe th sr forefathers refu- 
Mr Tombes you bring in the learned DoGor T wiffe,and Mou: 
fymbolizing lin difputing againft bim in that point. How faine would you 
with Arminius fay fomewhat which might reproach this Argument? But 
expoun- may not both thefe things be wue,thatGod fhews mercy 
“ing Kom he pleates, and hardens whom he pleafes, and yet 
| fhews mercies to thoufands of generations that feare him, 
and vifit thefins of parents upon their children? may wee 
~ mot fay truly when Godcaft out the nation of the pe 
from being his people, that for their fins he gave the Bill of 
Divorecto them and to their children, that they fhouldne 
longer be his people in Covenant, as they were in time 
_ palt, and yet his graceremain free? I {pake expreflely of 
_, Qutward adminiltration of the Covenant, That when Pa- 
rents are taken into Covenant, their children alfo with 
them have a vilible right, and wien God gives a bill of di- 
vilible Church ftanding, (for, to true belee- 
_ hee never gives any) their children are caft que wita 
appeares inthe Jewes at this day ; is this to fymbo- 
“Tile wich Arminius; or doth Do&or T or Moulin, or 
» » any other of our Orthodox writers gainefay this? I a 
to.every learned Reader to judge; But ¢ regidne, I defire you 
to fhew how you will avoyd bovbolssing 


witb the Armsniant, 

» who indeavor to prove falling away from true grace and’ 

11. 0fthe Romans, becaufe the branches. 

were broken off, when you with them fay, the grafting into 

Olive here is meang of true beleeyers grafied into the 
wilible Church, yet of che branches growing in, or 

Antoghis Olive, itis exprefly (aid fome were broken off, and. 

ofthe conference at the Haywe, weges this very places 

prove st pel bie fur she Sains to falhamay from grace, | 


,4 ™ 
> 
¥. 


| 

| 

5 


proved from Séripimee 
catefe We are advifed tose 
were broken off for leefe ; 1 know that you thinke nog 
that true beleevers may fall an but how you will avoid 
this place as you profelic 
cannot te 


And now cc. Reader, whecher 


1 or I havedarkned this Scripture, whether you in fay 
Ingchis Text, is meant of the ievifible Church omely, and the 

graffin in is by and faith, I who fay the rejecting 
the: Fewes of the vifthle Church, and ingrat- 
fing is meant of chetaking in ef the Churches of the Gen- 
tiles to beethe viftble Church, kingdome, and peopleot Gad 
in their roomes ; whether (inaword) I who interpret it 
of fach a growing in the Olive, or Ingrafting into as 
and yet nene fall from fay 
grace who onee had it, or you who.make fuch a 
in, as.that ifanybranehes bee broken aff, ic mult meceffa- 
rily follow, ning beerent off fram the. iavii- 
bleChurch, and fall away fame inward holinefle, have in- 
poftles fcope= andito conclude; let che Readerale 
fojudge, whether this Text (notwithitandiag' all yaur in- 
deavors) remaine not fillin my hands,as ane of my trong 
holds, ao defend thisconclufion, bat the absldrans of Pelavars 
tothe Covenset witb their Abe 


tee! 


yowhave 
ity 


Example, whe 


5. 3. 
r Cor.7, vin- 


lo 
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after is fpent, youcry pane got 


we proved from Scripture. 

| fhoot at. Thaveno feare that your great {welling words — 
will give any fatisfa&tion to your judicious Readers; wee 
will come to what you have done, and try what ftrength 
there isin thislong Setion, and that I may make my an- 
{wer to it asbriefe asis poflible, I fhall bring all the matter 
of your difcourfe to heads. Firft, fach things as 
wherein you and I doe agree, and mutt neceffarily agree. 
Secondly ,fuch things as w wee agree or difa- 
gree it mattersnot much tothe point in controverfie, thee. 
two I thall buttouch upon. Thirdly, fuch things wherein. 
wee differ, and which really concerne the controyerfie be- 
twixt uss And thefe things (God willing) wee will ery out 
hand to hand, 

-Firft, wee agree, that fanttified may have many fenfes, 
and that of thot many, two: onely are applicable in 
init either the matrimonial! fanttification, which you. 

pon,viz. Chasftitie in the wife and busbsnd, or lem 
matrimony between them, and legitimation of the children, Or: 

fanttification, in tbe busband and wife, and 
federall bolineffe in she children, which I infift upon. Wee: 
egre alo, y, by as well ‘as: 
in, Wee further ehirdly, that t the /cepe and meaning of 

the Texths, that the Corimtbians having writ for the Apoftles. 
Selohution whether ic were lawfull for them who were 
ftill to retaine their Infidell wives or husbands ; 


are a medium | 


| 


(which ‘fenfe' was’ afcribed to Amjuftine) 
Asid 


j 


were 
Chamier often fifely, Ne ne pie es whicls you cite out of the learned 
cited ag Chamier are Orthodox, that. for. which 


Infant-Bapti{me proved from Soripure, 
which they receive from their education.pag, 74. AndI am fire 
you muft agree with mee, fixtly, thatin’all thefe teftimo- 
nies you havecited out of Chamier, thereis not one word : | 
againft my Interpretation, or for the Jultification of yours; And againfthis 
ea and J know.alfo that you will agree with mee feventh- owne judg- 
, thacthe learned Cbamier ina large difpute doth con- ™™- 
teyour interpretation, and vifidicate my interpretation, as 
the onely true and proper meaning of this Text, even in 
that very place where you quote him. And thereforelknow — \ 
the Reader will agree with mee (whether you doe or no) (4m Panfirer, 
that you doe but abufe your Author and Reader,both in a gua i 
ing a fourifh with Chamiers name nothing to thepur- Poe 
_ pofe, and thereby would make the Reader conceive Chamier 
to bee of your fide when hee is point-blanke againft you. 
I yetfurther agree with you, cighthly, that fome Interpre- 
ters both antics: and doeincerpret this Text as you 
doe, and I am fure you will alfo agree that it were 
eafie for'mee to bring cen for one,’ who interpret this 
Text as | doe; I forbeare to bumbaft my booke 
with them, no wayes defiring chat this caufe fhould bee 
carryed number of fuffrages. | 
Secondly, thereare many things in this Se&tion wherein Bera cited by 
wee differ, but che caufe depends nothing at all thems mMr.Jembes 
firlt, you feverall cimescite the /earned B.%2 as if hee were contrary tohis 
of your mind in the is tion of this Text, to con- owns judges , 
ftruc ic of matrimonial bolin ff. 1 confelle che caufe depends 
not upon Beza’s judgement, but your reputation depends 
much upon making this good: ‘Fhat you fhould dare.to | 
citean author as interpreting it for you who ex profeffo inter- 
prets it againft you; Beze indeed acknowledgeth this Texe 
warrants alawfull ufe, but withall fets himlelfe to prove 
thatchar’s not all, but faith ies fuch a fan&ification as I 
contend for, and faith, may interpret it uberwife thew 
doe of federal bolineffe : according. to the Covenant, Ero. 
notations upon that place) affert Infan-Baptifme, Second- 
iy, you thinke this Text was never interpreted of federal 
holine until] the dayes of I confefle de- 
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proved from Scripture. 
| pends not upon uipon this, but it difcovers fome defe& in your 
ing, fince ie is that Abanafius, one of the 
Tertullian and ancient of the Fathers, and Tertullias one of 
y ex- * ‘the moft antient of the Latine Fathers this Text to 
Uholineffe , ty could not have doneif they had interpreted 


that by by na- 
it ne, Mes 
ture the le intends the Chureb- nab Joe ree 
to the Gentiles,as I have elfwhere fhewed.Fourth- 
ly, whether Bell ar mine firtt who boly tor 
whereof you {pend another page, 
= befor bien who fo 
it; ‘notte our bufinelfe though you take oration 
to fhew your reading in it. 
is... © “Phirdby, this therefore onely remaines to bee tryed out 
berweew us, whether chis fi 
Tock between man and wife 
and of childeen, as 1 
hold; fecondl y, that mine muft ftand. 
you undertake to juftific is, that # 
fat ation when the faith the unle- 
teeving burband {anttified by the wife, Oo. the meaning 
and ther ebildren are not uncleam, 
infer pretaric 
the fonre ufed in my Sermon 
tion; thefirft whereof was this, and. 
er ar when oppoted one to another, are never meant 


Sacred, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
underftandingie had not related tothe Covenant of Grace. 


Infant -Bapiifme proved from 


49 


fared fenfe,allading toa right of edmiffien ineoorufé in theta-1 Argument 


bernagle or Temple, which were types 
holineffe is always taken for a /epar ation of Perfons or things 
from common to faeredufe. Tothis you except marty things. 
call it matrimonial bolineffe, becaufe ies inftitution is of Gad, 
not from the laws of Af an. | Reply,this is 2 poor fhifts by 
boly and civil wee diltinguifh things belonging to the fir/t 
and fecond T able, All fecond Table duties are civill things, 
though their inftitution be of God; civil Magiftracy though 
in ftituced of Gods; obedience of children to their Parents, 

though inftituted of God; andall the judicisl lames piven 

to the nore about menmand tuum; werethey nottherefore 

civill, they were Gods inftimutions ? Or is marriage 
a bufinefle more concerning Religion, then thefe are? is it 

a Sacrament? of how elfe, is icmore holy then the@ other 


fardyinan wfion to aT abernacle wfe: Befpards being 


among I Reply,this is {fpoken without 
any proof, for alchoaeh the Lord faich, Denteronon.23.2. 
Toast a baftard not come into the congregation of the Lord, 


ic cannot be meant that bsftards (hall bee numbered among 


Temple fervices; for there was the fame law for Busuchs who. 
were not excluded aswnciean: no wnclean perfon might eate. 
the Peffeeversmight no Ewnnch or Baftard eate the Pa 
Befide, when yon thas conttrue,e//e were your children unclean, 
you makethere a Baftard and unclean, to.be termini comver- 
tibiles, nmlt bee absfierd, 
‘Now if any man would fuppole that baftards might bee ree- 
koned amongtt smclean, yetallwwcleanchildren muf not bee 
reckoned amongft allche children of the Gentiles. 
werexuclean, butthey were notbeftards. It is neediefleto 
enter into a further difcourfe about that place,Dem.23. 
or in what fenfe a baftard might notcome into the 
ation; whether by the Congregation be meant elie San- 
his not entring, bee of bearing. 
V3 Ofkices, 


Dent 


¥i 


the uncleane, or having nothing to. doe about Tabernacle Or- 


of the vifible Church, & ‘dicated. 


. 150 Infant-Baptifime proved from Scripture. | 


_ Office,as others; or of not marrying a wife an I{racliteffc,a: 
others ait matters not, it’s fufficientthey were not numbred 

Thirdly, you refer me to the 1 Theff! 4.7. God bath nn 
called us tountleanne{] ,but untobolineffe ;.and defire me to tel] 
tbe not there meant of fornication , and 
bubineffe, anfwer, I prevented this in my Ser- 
mon; andfhewed that chaflityamong the Heathens, is ne- 
ver called fanttifications the holy Spirit onely is the Spirit of 
fanctifcation, and the bodies of the Heathens are notthe 
temples of the holy Ghoft : but among beleevers it may be 
called fo, becaufe it is apart ofthe new creation, a. part of 
the inward adorning of the Temples of the holy Gholt; 
and though the chaitiry of beleevers is onely a morall ver: 


tue in refpect of the objet, yet in refpect of the root, prin- 
ciple a Chriftian vertue,and ie’s ana of pure Re-’ 


ligion,to keep a mans felfun{potted fromthe fieh, as well 
as trom the world, 1sm.1,27.Befides,! now adde,there is no 
| ge reafon that that place, Tbeff.4.fhould be reftrained to forni- 
Beanot incer- becaule many other are named in that place, be- 
spretsthis Text Lides formication.Mark the words in the 3 ver. the Apolile tcls 
as Mr. Zembes them, That she will of God is their that every om 
feemto foould abftaine from fornication, that no mangoe beyond and de- 
him, bis brother in any matier.. And then he gives this.as.a 
reafon common to all the particulars, eames God bah not 
called us touncleanneffe, but to bolineff:. So that by holineffe 
there, is meant not onely chsaftity but juftice alfo; and what 
kind of confequence were there in fuch, an Argument ; let 
no man goe beyond his brother in bargaining, becaule God 
hath not called us co fornication, but tochaltity?.. Where: 
a8 you alledge Bezathus interpreting this Text, verf- 3.. T bs 
_ ta tbewill of God, even your faut ification, i. e. faith Beza, that 
abfiain from fornication and upon this id «ft, you build 
much; therefore I fhall confider ic. 
hath reference not onely to that which doth immediately. 
follow, namely that you abftaine from fornicatien ; but tothe 
allo, that ne ssn goe beyond and defend bis brother: 


quafini. 


| 
Gexa laith, wt wi opprimat Osbeat 


wafiwi, Yt being ordinary tohave initances given in the 
ed Table when the daties of the firft Table are inclu- 
ded, that the Ghuft might 
meet with Hypocrites,who are ape to put all their holineffe 
in outward performances. Yea,Bexa in the fame place in his 
Annotations upon the ,_referres him to Tab, 
17. 17. and his note upon Job, 17.17. is thi , 
autem dicitur, quod Deo peculiariter ac conje:7a- 
an ion agreeable to the Hebrew notion, and 
therefore Beza addeth, ef autem boe vocabulum profettum 
ab Hzbran:{o that by Beza we ate brought back to the noti- 
on of confecrating arri devoting things to God. But youyet 
endeavour further, and‘turneand winde the ev 
way, and run over all words that areof the fame Tribe or 


Kindred, dysivw becaufe youcannot find yen. sreph. 


found an inftance in St T befaurus,where 
nifies caftimeniam fervo, {Iam chafte. But fitit, Srephsum 
{peakes but doubtihgly, he puts in videtur, which you leave 
out. Befides, ¢ystvwisufually meant, me ou 
Ts {0 Sxida and the very inftance 
which you from Stephanm have brought out of Demoftbener, 

makes dire&tly ea for the Prieft faich, I offer fa- 
 erifice, and 1 am in cafeto doeit,, for lam pure from thie 
company of‘mar, dad Ta & and 
all’ other things which might’ pollute me. That is, I 
‘am holy according to my order, and therefore fit to doe 
my Office. Thefe laft words which give the full fenfe ofthe 
place, you have(not very fairly) lett out of your Quota~ 
tion. Fet 


the heathen; and in the end: you-have mifrecited, 


another fupplement out of Corinth.7, 1 Cor. 7:34. 


34. That foe miay be boly in body and fpirit; and Me 


ther the meaning be wot shat {bee may be chafte. 1 anfwer, 

the being free ‘from worldly diftra~ 
-@ions, her felf wholly to godli- 
neff, then others can, whio have thefe worldly avocations; 
‘andin truth it isa odd fenfe which you have inven- 
‘ted of this place, + of Cid 


we 


. 
iy 
- 
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Tim. 45 
indicated, 


2 Arg. vindica- 


tempretation you are 


gious end and tor 
Ghift. You dates, then is 


dach a ule as is 
‘and: 


warcanttheuleofthem, but prayer. to 


andor the wifey al 


| onely hushand a7 


Inf proved from Scripture. 


world bow flee may pleafeberbusband, 1 wonder what lear. 


ned.man concurs with you in this: I doubt in this rare in- 
all alone. When I added , That even, 
ofbelecvers,fant 


the meat and drimk 


ified 30 shems, fer'ves for artli- 


efrefb them are the Temples of the buly 
feemsineating and dri me 
do an att of religion, to Which I need no other rep 
your shat they are the 
and prayer, they receiving them an manner, with 

and thankelgiving, &c.. And that this 
_ hold out-more thea alawfull uf, is 
mok apparent; ufe of the creatures as 
theheathen hadnot, who yet hada lawiilll ule of the crea- 
tures; and ic is fuch a ule as is leonely to beleevers; 
by the Wordiand prayer: 
h wicked men doenot doe an a& of Religion in 


feeding the bodies of the Saints, because all their a&tions are 
uncleanesyet beleevers have an holy ule of thofe creatures 


which heathens.feed them with;having the Word nor 
blefling, to thatend for which they clean hich 
to liveunto God. 


cond Argument w pe 


pour children bin baftards, wore they are 


anfwer had not been true; becanfe then if one of the p2rentshad 
not been abeleever, and fo by being a beleevers bad the 
unbeleer er, their children mut have been baftards, wheres wet 
know sbildren born in lamfull wedlock are legitimate, though both 
the Parents were unbeleerxrs. To which you thin 
Wiledge comes from the faith of but Fram: the re~ 
dation of marriaye and your realon.is, becass/e the Apeftle faith 
Roby tbe uenbelecver is fantt ified by the beleever, but from she hus- 


bone ortwoold Coptes the 
the reft. have tt not, andthe realon be conceived 


yet 


# an buthandorw 


red. 
> 


fine proved from Scripture. 
intimate that the fantkificasion did not come from the faith of she 
party, but from conjugal relation, 
I reply, this expreflely: croffes the Apottles confefled 
fcope, tor the queftion was noe, whether an husband might 
leave his wife, or a wife her husband, the Apoftle had re- 
folved that cafe before, ver. 10. but whether a defeeving hul- 
band — leave or feparate from an unbeleever ; no (faith 
the Apoltle)if the uubcl.ever be content to dwell togetber,( if not, 
let them go, abrother or a fifter is not in bond 
cafe W by? for the unbeleever ix fantt ified in or by the wifes, but 
now in your fenfe, the Argument had been as good; to fay, 
the unbeleever is fan&tified in or by the unbeleevers or the 
leever is fandtified in or by the xabeleever, which had beene 
nothing to thequeftion in hand. _ Againe, che Apofile ex- 
names the unbeleever in oppofition co the, wife or 

usband whois a beleever.; of which there had beenng 
ufe, if he hadintended onely matrimonial! fan@ification, 
he might havefaid the husband is fan&ified by the wife, 
and the wife by the husband, lecthem bee what they will , 
which cannot be {poken truly, when the Scripmure nai 
~ fayes ,t Nothiag is pure or holy to the unbeleever, as Beza 
well obferves upon this place: and though the word belee- 
ver be not in the Text, Poet it is neceflarily implyed, and 
therefore fome Cop 


ies have it in the Margin, not onely one 
old Copy, andaCopy of Clermont, and the Vulgar Latine 
fo'reade it, but Anguftine allo in hisbook, wherein hee ex- 
pounds the Sermon:on the Monnt;. and Tertwlism in libre 
frcunde ad uxerem,| for as Beza rightly obferves, the quetti- 
on is concerning a beleever, what he isto doe with anun- 
{ayes the party is fanQi- 

in orby the other party, it plainly implyes the one par- 
ty fan&tifies the other, viz. fanétifies the unbe- 
leever, (not retro which needed notbe {aid of matrimoni- 
all fanétification, as you call ic, for in that fenfe both par- 
Goitus) undefiled... Befides, there are words. which. plainly 


for 


ageinfucha 


wkd 


15>: 


Jen otate it a betore, abr eiber Or fefter, Which aretaner 


Argement3, 


Taf proved from 
for beleevers, ver. 12: have an unbeleeving 
wife, ver-15. @brotker or a fifter not in bon 4G 

And if you fhould fay the beleeving 
beleever, not qwa beleever, but and prayer 
anfwer, this wonld make the ftronger; for it is 
a fan@ification as heathens’are not capable 
My Third Argument was, the Apoftles argument bad bad 
no firength fuppofing the text were tobe interpreted at thefe 


mtn wonldbave it: their doubt (Lay they) war;itheir marriage 


wa an unlavefull wedlock; and fo confequently their children ba- 
frards; and they make the Apofiles anfwer to were you not law- 


full man and wife, your children were baftards : which kinde of 
Argument ({aid 1) mere but idem per idem. Your anfwer to 
this is fiuch 4 one'as T know not what to make of it; you fay © 
I doe not rightly i Gee et downe my Adverfariet explication of the A- 
poftle, the dowbs fay you’) wat onely, wherber they might live in 
but there was no children, ake. 
ther they were legitimate or not ; we their children 
were wet bu ftards, but ligitimate, this this ti Apoftle wifes’ os bis 
medium, to prove sbey might lavfully live foget To which 
Reply, take this for praise which you fay and Cif I 
want not common fenfé’) you plainély and fully anfwer 
your lelfe, for if they were out of all doubt, chattheirchil- 


dren were not baftards, theri irwas not poffible for them to 


doube whether their owne miarriage were lawfull; take this 


ar aie this you 
grant: Ergo your ‘marriage i is lawful, of which 
poled ¢, thattheir children ‘were lawful 
ten, W ich coule riot be bur in lawfill wedlock, 
not light enouzh to know‘that their wedlock was 
wedlock, ifthey doubeed not of the how coald 


‘Fourth Argument 


el 


not od,” at 


gindicated, 
4 


proved from Scripture, 
whom God mould not among bn people, andtbis 
quieted their confolencer, to tell them their marri- 
age was lavefull, and thetr children legitiviates 
-Towhich you anfwer, 14% Argument is grounded on a mi- 
flake, the quefhion was not (lay you) shout putting away of their 
Wives and children as not belonging to God bus fowietbing elfe. 
Reply; but ifie be not grounded upon:a: miftake) and 
that (as Be%s fayes, ) Pantie not bere arguing about civill policy, 
but arguing « cafe of 
latry of the wife or husband, Religion did notrequire they 
thould be put away, becaufe God would not have his holy 
feed mi with them, then by your owne ‘confelfion the 
Fitna and ic will not be made 
out, Ww yandby appear 
Thefe foure A tsT ufed before; and whether the 
firft chree be notalready vindicated, let the Reader judge; 
the fourth comes.to be made good afterward, whem conte 
I made of ic: I-thalt 
briefly adde foure other Arguments, to fhew that this Texe 
cannot be interpreted as you ‘would have it, 


conjcience, Whether becanfe of theido- 


Fick, youfay, The wnbeleeving buaband is fanttified by she 
a moft incongruous fpeech,to fay that the one party makes terpretation, 


the other chafte; if he or fhe werenot unchatt, how are they 
made chafte by the husband or wife? and if they bee:un~ 
chafte, how.doth this. make: them chafte? . marriage is 
then, hononrable ‘or: chafte when: the bed iis undefiled: 
j onely from the -unfeemlinielic of the ex- 

Secondly, my fecond I take from your own words, 
73: Where you lay, The faniticatien of tbe: snbeleever 
where: the srestures are to the pura by the word and 
prayer; therefore there mutt be more micant the Hea- 
are capable of thereforeanother fanctification then 
matrimoniall fan@ification, for thatthe: héathens hade.:it 


/ 


- 


6 Argument, 


a 
4. 
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Arguntns. 


Mal. 2.15: 
expounded 


and vindicated. 


OF rather, 4 
-would have it) for legitimate, becaufe 


Thirdly, yet'a third Argument take from your owne 
words : you have endeavoured (though in wai) to fhew 
that baftards may be called «ncleane, and boly may be called 
chafte; but you doe not, and I beleeve you cannot produce 
out of the Scripture the leaft fhew of a proofe, that hol 


nefle fignifies legisimation; you are boly, id eft, you are lawfnl~ 


‘dy begotten; if you can, pray letus have it in the next: fure [ 


am, that place, Ma/. 2.15. That man might feeke a boly feed , 
feed of God, will give you no help; forthough 
a feedof God in that place,might bei (as M. Calvin 

(as he fayes) that ules 
tobecalled Divine, which is excellent, a legitimare {eed 


isin rifon of {purious, yet this is nothing to holi- 
nefle. Thewordinthe Hebrew there ufed, is not a holy 


feed, but a feed of an eminent or an excellent feed, as 
all eminent. or n 
-mies arecalled the Armies of God; greatand high hills, are 


things ule to becalleds great Ar- 


‘called theihillsof Ged ; great and tall trees, are called the 
ereés of Ged: fothat take a feed of God in that place 
legitimate feed, yet there is nothing to provethat holinefle 


_ amayfignitielegitimation ;.though for my ownepart (Pace 


Argument. 


hwaibly conceivethe Prophet intended, ‘not 2 
onely; Cas Mr. Galvin would have it) ‘but'to 
fhew. what: was ‘Gods chiefe end the infticution of 
marriage, viz. Thecontinuance of afeed of God, wherein 


the Church isto be: propagated ‘tothe end of: the worlds 
niow according 0 
dhe'Apo 


ionof -holineffeforcha- . 
age were Rot lawful, your children would be baftards but nom 


muftrun thus, 


the ane chaft whichdente wete too ridiailouswhichito avoid . 


arecompelied in ftead of chatte to fay legitimatesw ith- 
yetoneArgument more psopoundynur *fenfe 
makes the Apofties. Argamencwholly inconfeyaetit, ‘if the 


unbelecving weremotiandctified bythe belee ver, (vic. 
fend); which follows mot ‘foridf they 


=" 


proved from Stripture; 


and if they were both chaft, (yet being Infidells) their 
children wereancleane, id eft, Infidellsand Pagans, fothar 
so clofe this I retort your owne words, page the 75. That. 


let this be granted (that it is meant of matri fautkification, 
of neceffitie it them the bee meant of 
Bafterdy, and bolineffe of Legitimation; But I fay, ¢ contra, 


let this bee granted, (as of neceffitie it muf) that it is noe 
meant of matrimoniall fan&ification, or lawfulnefle of 
wedlock, then uncleannefle muft not bee meant of Baftardy, 
nor holineffe of Legitimation, but of fome other holineffe, 
Having ¢ inely overthrowne your ‘interpretation " 
it remaines that I make good my interpretation againgt 
your exceptionssI faid, their doubt feemesto artfe from the Law dicated 
of God, which was in force in Exraes time, where Gods people Mt. Tombes 
were ordered to put away their Infidell wives and children, ae a ©*¢ePtions, 
poltuted feed, which God would notbsve mingled with bis awne: 
you anfwer, os (ee very little agreement, besweene this cafe 
and wbat ; and that thecsfes are very farre different of tao per- 
fons not under the Law marrying in wunbeleefe, and of two per- 
fons under the Law, the one a Tew by proftffion,the otber a firans. 
ger ; feoondly,and that none of sbe phrafes,except the word(baly),. 
are ufedin the one place which are not nfed in the otber;thirdly,you- 
rather thinke their denbt arofe from a former Epiftie which bee 
bad wrote to them,mentioned 1 Cor, §.9, 
them not to kéep company with fornicators, or Idolaters, thereupon © 
they might denbt whether they foould continne with thesr untelee - 


joke fell: wes iO) 
reply, firft, thatthe cafes were the very fame when their 
fcruplearofe, forthough they were both unbeleevers when 
they were ‘married, andatthat time neither of themboth ‘ 
belonged to the Church ‘of God, yet when’ one of them. 
was converted, -and the other remained an Infidell; one of 
them'was now’ become a Church-member, the other re-- 
their wi n ‘Ezra. 
very well-apply thatcafé to thenifelves, and makethis: their 
JeQion, . 


358 


of unbeleevers:whether they bee fanttifyed 


-like,-when their con{ciences were {cru 


proved from Scriptere, 
Jeftion, becaufe phrafes areufed according to the differem 
adininiftrationsjeach {peaking accordisig to the received 
dialef&t belonging to the tration they | lived under. 
Thirdly,and asto that,you fay chat it might arife from 1 Cor, 
anfwer, thould that be.granted, yet my fenfe remaines 
as ftrong asbefore, for ifthisfcruple iow rof,:.that ifbe 
Icevers becané of the tuibelecte, or Infidell-condition of the 
husband or wife, might notby the rule of the Gofpel con- 


tinue in marriage focietie with them, it mutt bee from (ome 


rule of Religion, which muft {trike upon their con{Cience, 
_and from what rule couldthey gather, that their marriage 
which before was lawfull was upon their converfion turned 
into fornication? and if their doubt were ( as your felfe 
rant) whether ie were lawfull for a converted party, or a 
{till to retaine their Infidell wife or vet (not 
matrimonially | 
oneto another) the doubt muft neceffarily arife from 
thing in Religion, femecafe which was peculiar to belee- 


vers, now (as Mr, Bezs faies truely) the doubt being in 
their con{ciences, of an to 
married condition from fome thing peculiar to Gods peu- 
ple,the Apoftle fhould have ufed a moft indire€& argument to 
pacitie their confciences in referring them to the civill Lawes 
of other nations by which their marriage is proved lawtull; 
and ¢o what purpofe fhould hee-dilcourfe of Bafiards or the 


pled in 
which begun to concerne upon their converfion, 
totell them they were fanétified in their unbeleefe;could 
ver havereacht the fcruple arifing, after they begun to bee 
beleevers, becanfe their marriage might be firme and good, 
while; they rensained unbeleevers; yet the Infid<ll might 
new become impure in. that relation, of marriage. to the 
other, which was converted, -And. therefore it 
that icnauft bee refolved from fome rule which 
beleevers, as:they were the people of God, : and not bee 
conimonto Infidels with themsaow what.is that 
which. wles to farishe, chem? which, reach 
shigm aselity were beleevers) grant. itis this,’ 
a x 


. 


proved from Scriptare, 
were children uncleant, which the medium, becaufe 
are not Bucleane but boly, therefore the unbeltever 
bee granted to bee to the wife or busbend, this Argn-- 
ment muft therefore neceflarily inferre fome kind of holi- 
nefle which is: appliable onely to the State of Religion,’ 
. Butagainit this youexcept many things. Firlt, this could, -eprion. 
not bave refolved she in the cafe of thofe wbo by Aze 
not bee fanttified to this end, or by reafon of atcidendall ins- 
Dilitie for generation, they might fill depart each from orber 
svishftanding this reafon, 1 anfwer, it followes not; this is 2. 
laying downe of their right, which they may claime when: 
ever they are capable of it, this is their priviledge, which: 
remaines firme though it fhould never come into A&, as if 
a freeman of a Citie fhould have right to have all his chil-' 
dren bornefreemen, #batis to beé numbred among ‘his pri+ 
viledges, though hee fhould never have a child, this rea-' 
ches to men and women, married, and unmarried, yea 
evento children yet unborne: befides, the firft part of it 
reacheth to the bed,even the coitus is not onely undefiled; __. 
but fanétified. ‘Secondly.fay you, ths reafon would-shen rim 3+ Exceptions 
thas, you may live togetteer, for you may b get holy feed; ‘and Jo 
their confciewces foould been refolved of their prefent 
iving togetber from a future event which was uncertaine, 
here (as F touche before) you bring in Chamier nothi 
thepurpofe; T anfwer,it isnot froma future event, but 
a pofitive reall'truth, if Panis reafon‘bee framed thus; the 
children which beleevers beget upon their Infidel yoke-fellowes are 
a holy feed, shercfere beleevert bave a fanttifyea ufe of their 
fidell busbands or wives, had this been a reafoning from a 
fature éontingent\As for what you here cite out of Chamier, 
Tanfwer onelythis, I perfwade my felfe yourare this’ 
time afhamed of your impertinent quotation; 'I affare my: 
felfe, if you bee not, your’ friends Thirdly, fay you; 4. Exception. 
ification is wot afcribed to God at feletting fome from 
atbers touch an fe, bu tt commen to all unbeleeving bubends 
rifpetl of their and combs from thes commen 
dif gration, Lanfwer,this Argument Anfar.. 


to 


Anfi 


ephary the ebildeen. of Infidel. parents; may. bce fantlified.. 1 


Exception, Next (after another impertinent 


Baptifane proved fram Seri ptare. 

the an Argument 
it ig a: rig who mas 

this expofition she wards following could not 


children uncleane, but ae brome in 


becassfe and. bee regenerated, 
their ‘bad. meyer been. thus. fowtTified the ome. 10 she 


ply,inot are not any bik 
iviledge accompted as to the Church 
Chrift hich wee are di- 
‘no. Man ever. went,about.co prove .out of chis 
ext that nonecan ever bee converted, ives parents are 
not{angified the oneuntothe other. 
ng in of Chamitr) 


you reafon thus, tske it in. wey [en[e, and it is no fatnfattuy 
you, may live togerber, for yo may beget a holy feed 31 
anfwer, \this.is. the with your fecond Argunient 
vu may live tog a 

felleres, for God efteemes the feed “af fab 
to bee an feed. as truely as if both mere, beleevers,; is this.a 


anh 


wereuncleane,. 
ons would lieas firong this 
shave Saids this 


d not. 


concerning 
continue 


Infans-Baptifme proved from Scripture. 
ther, thomyb one bee. Deleeyer, the | 
tir fie in Religitns: 
I’reply, butthis had been no famisfattion,to {ceuple, 
enog bee defi 
laters, and the Apofiles 
your fenfe doth nots. y¢ 
could not have remoyed, the feruple, a3.ig. above dhewed. 

And whereas adie hee: eth 7. Exception? 
likeneffe atall in it, there ig no parallel. thele savo 
cafes, hee ~ | one word 4 beleey, te, 
general theit, malters, Were beloevers. Ox 
leeyers, hee tells them that they might, continue Aryanis 


boliffe. of Children may bee, where Parents are wot fanth; 
@nein or tothe ther, a in Baftardy, Davids child’ by Bath ba, 


‘medit thus, thas boline (fe ts mae, could not bee 


proved from Scripture. 


‘pike whereof is ani unbeleever, are uncleane, . that is, fede 


rally unclearie, excluded out of the Covenant’ in regard of 


| Church pr pay om leaft if not of faving graces, which: 


és a fecret left 
other; this 


unleffe the one bee fanttified in the 
anfwered in my Sermon, and fra. 


one of she Parents were fauttified to the otber, but federal 


ee. immbich ca the children were federally boly, and yes the 


barlet not fantti d in, orto the Adulterer or formic ater though 


peleevers my atfwer was, that the Apoftles scope in this Argue 


‘mut 10 
nn bee boly, wale 
bath na force of as 


“a few fcofks upo 


that the children borné of an wnbeleever would 
the other Parent could remove that barre, bus 
Argnment where both the Parents are belcever 
‘which wa the eaft of the Fewes, the cafe of Hagar, Bathfheba, 
Ce. you Make to it page the 80, is to beftow 
it, that my attlwer is te deny she 
‘that I foew m0 fe inthe matter or the forme of the Ar 
ment, which I mention is but a meere figment,! 
ay, that the bjettor can makewo A 
it, anfwer ‘And tliat in one 
majer, and thus you moft 
Keay vapour spon me; f reply, were it not that me 
are prone to thinke hi him to have the ‘truth, who. 
‘fpeakes moft brayingly » I dur (without a. word 
to judge whether ‘my anfw er de» 
Bun left ‘you your’ vaine 
to this 
bee your emne, and 
ition is not true if taken 
bere’ mean, 


ou ack the maior 
“That pal 
(Parewis bee 


vs Ji Us Ui 


"This propofition (fay 1) is not ern both 
2 rug Beat whi re 


T 
d 
Ss 
+ 
> 
we 
J 


Tofant-Baptifree proved from Seripturt. 

farre a3 to make them eapiablé to bring forth.s holy feed, 
they being both in the'Govenant, and that finfull. defling 
ofoneanothers body, doth not deprive them,of, chat pri 


eof the Covenant tohave their children 
muft-have cheicghil- 
unleffe, that 
nleffe the one 


ftle doth,, 
cbildrem is bere 
dell, he 
exe. Now your #sinor is falfe, this was not cafe; 
ther of their’ Parents tere sunbeleevers; though finfull in 
lies the abfiurditie or 

wer ; allthis I faid 

ig with more 


tha 
three 


betwixt 
or doe both thefe cafes require 
To plainely,! could name Divines, who are no .whit 


who conceive that beleever, even 
far 


inferiour to yeur felfe, 
when he’ commits fornication with an 
| 2 


\ 
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vilec 
to be 
yertts | 
dren ¢ 
bee fanctified in the other, (the unbeleever.in, or by the 
leever). their children would not be holy; if theretore you 
makenot your major fo univerfall, but he Apc 
vantage toyou by fcoffing then by: folemne refuting. —In the 
clofe I added, indeed if beleever foould Adislogran fly. beger 
child upon a Pagan, shia im that deferves to bee. 
sher weighed, but bere it comes not within the compaffe ‘_ | 
ftles Argument upon this alfo you beltow. two 
{coffes, you call it wife remedy notht and 
you coriftrue it as if faid, will aos the objettion which 3 
semsade, but if you will make it'sbut, this, then 1 will anfwer 
is. Truely Sir, I am’ perfwaded, all learned men, either 
langh at or pity this vanity of in {ober 
fadneffe tell me, was thisthe Corinibiant, OF 
doth the Apoftle here meddle wi thiscafe of belevers, and 
dell barlets?doth henot confine himfelfe eo anfwer cafes 


move thebarie, inthe tunbeleeving party; as that the child 
Parents right’) tobe reckoned to belong 
6thé Covenant of grace, and Charch of God, but becaule 
queltion fell not within the Corin:bians cafe, and 
Was 4 Guéttion which the Text and tontroverfie inhand did 
refolution 'to; “I. purpofely: baulked ir, 
flafpetting have>met ‘with an: adverfary 
fay no worle; who would have faid,the 
ofthis‘queftion had been the yeelding of the caufe} 
ahd Pfay again’, this cafe of Baftards concernes: not the 
{peakes adulterers, : but.of 
atids and wives; the one abeleever; the other not, yet 

chi’ advatitage may bee made of thofe Inftances, that if 
aniorig the Jewes,the true Charch of God, ‘the children of 
oné'parenta Jew, ‘the ‘other a: Gentile (forbidden' to. bee 
were fetlorally holy, the cafe: of Pharez and 


dew parry a beleever! intereft: their 
fame and if Baftards‘among: the 


Jewes were’ of Church priviledges, much more 
reafonable may it feeme, ‘that the children of both chalt pa- 
ypu have wre this my chiete 

host have vindieated the trath of thefétwo Conclu- 
tant Edonbr not batT:have: evidenced the truth of 
with fatisfa&ion to the unprejudiced Readers though 
noo with that ability which fome others might have done: 
Bonr ‘acknowledge, that thefe two Concdiafions 


‘would be pird ved) the tdafe'is paineds aswell as loft; if thele 


Conchfieng. Conelufion wasthis, God bath appointed and ere 
‘wh, Baprifind fince the sime of bis incarnation: 


proved from Scripture. 


Infant-Bapif eved from Senipture. 


many things. . 
F Fil you fay, this I deny. I wonder how you could grant 
my Conclufion tobetrne, and yet deny: this. Nor would 
you deny this, ifonely the bapsizing men. were 
to be prov Ik 5 ds for Infants fake you 
thus labourto this Argument. 
Secondly, yas make a large parallel betwecne them , 
they are like, wherein walikes ond few bow fare come mp, 
Reply, your felf fay des spe fare 
the fhewing of diffimilinudes is the weakeft way of 
ing when the agreement holds in that whereto we 
A Lievtenant may be tenens toa King, 
many things unlike betweeh theny Let 
nelle as fhortas may. be agree with you in»thatofpecch 
which you cite out of Me: Bal, we may ftretch the paral- cumcifion are 
lel no wider, nor ‘drawiit narrower then the Lord hath paral'clby._ 
done it; and in this point to alledge God hiralelé 
hath taughtms,. and ashe hath. taught usjcandi whatever 
paralle] make between'shem,ifthe Spiritof, Godamake 
not thefame, let it be rejedted.- Andd: againe, Thatithe 
Spirit of God has made parallel in thefe partiaulags.; 
Firft, Circumcifion is the fame with far she 
fpirituall pa Circumcifion was the feale of the mem birth, 
of fi Zi. Id. 10 | 
AG; 8. and many other -Circumeifion was the 
of the Covenant of Grace, 
turesof every Sacrament, 
‘Secondly; Cireumeifion was the 
mitt ance inte the during the time of that.admini- 
ftration, fo is Baptifme during the time of this adminiftra- 


of the 4 | 
tween them who weré Gadde: 


now who arent booging tO 


SIGS 
| 


Bapti fine proved from Seriptnre. 
the Church, (the folenin of entrance whereinto is ac 
“Kknowledged to be by Baptifme) ‘are faid to bee without, 
1 Cor. §.12. Cercumcilion was to be but jonce adminiftred, 
‘mor Baptifme any oftner, as I have largely proved before, 
in anfwer to your 4 Sed. Part 4. None mi ft eate the 
* Fy ‘over till they were circumcifed, Exod.12. nor of any tobe 
fame admitted to the Lords Supper, till thy be baptized, as appears 
At&s2. 41,42. And throughout the whole Story of the 
New Teftament, all examples are for it, notone againtt it, 
_ and the reafon is plaine, becaufe none on of the 
Lords Supper, but fuch as were in vifible Communion;and 
your eka and grant, that Baptifme: is the doore and 
On, wee ate by Daptifme fay you) according to Chrifts inf 
‘susion embibited of Chrift and bis Church, 
Exerc,p.30.  Thefe parallels you fee are made by the Spirit of God, and 
hans ree your exceptions again{t the comparifons between them, or 
Mr.Tomberex- Tather your adding of morecomparifons, fimilitudes, and 
Ceprions an- diffimilicudes between them, by them todeftroy thefe, are 
fwered, fuch as arife from the diver{é adminifte ation oftbe Covenant,and. 
‘deindeed manifett that'they-belong to feverall adminiftra- 
tions, but doc not prove that they had ‘notthe fame gene> 
Fabttace, fgnification and/ufe,asSacraments,which fealethe 
fame thing in their diverfe adminiftrations;Chrift to come, 
and Chrif already come; is the caulé of difference of ad- 
-miniftration, and fo of Ordinances ‘but-hinders not the 
of oneordinane igtothe place df another, and 
therefore all differences hinder not the: inference of 
the one fromtheother. As for your exceptions, That Cir- 
eumcifion did. coufirme the promife made to Abrabams naturall pe 
eritie concerning their multiplying, bringing ox: of Egypt, the 
Joake of theL.arw of Aofes, ferling: im Canaan, Ge: 1 antwer,if 
this w ited, it hurts not me, thefe things ‘concerning 
the manner of adminiftration of the Covenant. Secondly, — 
how prove you this which ‘you fay?. Thirdly, did circum- | 
cifion confirme thefe'thi all. Abrabams: 


 ‘Sithetwasthe itieof Tfmaeland Efax to come out of 


¥ 
1 he 
| 
j 


Infant=Bapti [me proved frows Scripture. 


ly, what is the fenfe of thefe words, Cireumeifion confir- 


med the yoake of the Law? ir was indeed a part of the 
yoake, and obliged a perfon toit,Secondly, t0that of womens 
being not circumcs children ander eight dayes old, have 
at large {poke to themin the firft Se&tion of this third part. 
Thirdly, the estechumini’; though they were members, yes 
they were mot received into-vifible and Sacramental 
munion of the Lords Supper till baptized. the cafe of the IG 
raclites travelling in the wil wasan extraordinary 


167 


one. Fourthly , for that. which you: except againtt Cir- 
Gods fervants who bad not this: badge, I anfwer, that.of 


Melebifedetk , Lote. was anfwered. before: befide; may 
not a livery bee a. diftinguithing mark of fuch a mans 
feryant, and yet haply every fervant:not under the livery? 
the Sabbath was. a figne toiGods. people, yet it may 
bee you hold that all Gods people till AZejer. did’ not 


keepea Sabbath. Fiftly,’ dnd for what you adde; that you 


ake queflion whether an unbaptized perfon might not este the 


Vabaptized 
perfons may 
not ¢are the 


Sacrament of | 


that.in 1 Cer. 10.2,3.4- and 4 Cer. 12,13 Baptizing. pms be- the Lords Sup- 


fore cating and drinking; Ireply,thisI mutt number ‘amo 
our rakes and out leaps and is a {pice of your, itcha 
ter fingulan opinions, and inconfiftent even with your own 
geant, that Baptijme the amd manner of folemue admifiow 
tke Church, .and that nothing to bee done. the Satra> 

ments, whereof we have net either inftitmiton or example, and yet 
herefor jons fake you will allow men to come.to 
the Sacrament of the: Lords Supper, though unbaptized, 
and I thinke it never Chureh 
whether an unbaptized perfon might receive the LordsSup» 
ner: but-fay yon, and « bandred mord cannot make B 
otber then abumane 3 


izing well a Circumeifing 


and 
Jels made by God himéelfe, 
‘and Chriftian Infants, in being with | their 


the Covenant which isto be fealed, 


jan, if the holy Ghoft doe nor foe that | 


pcr. 


i 


saves im this particular of Bapt 


| 
te 
4 
Comparifon 


Minifters 
Mr. Tombes. 


Tono 


Why Chrin 


zed, 


of Prictts, and. you frame. a 
brought in by 


warrdne atid whereas Faded inp Seuthatim er 
fed and bapti- 2° ws 


Infant-Baptifme proved from Scripture. 
all warrant, it’s notmeeré analogy. we-reaion from, for wee 
haveacommand to Baptize, and wee'have the competency 
of infants to receive baptifme fufficiently proved elf. 
where, your felfe grant right to Baptifme prifes from the 
prefent flare: ofia perform amd therefore wee apply this 
feale,: which: fucceeds sto. our Infants which 
ficeed their:Enfants, ‘in ‘the priviledge of being: faderatj 
with their Parents, ace thé leaft hint i in the 
word,that they fhould be leftout. 
To flarre this t from Cireumcifion to Baptiline 
and netdleffe comparifon. betrveen the 
of’ wld tender abe nation, and the. Minifters of the 
and yom demand, are Minifters therfore Prices? 
thew bow abfurdities and dang: roms sonfiquences wil 
follow if wee give wey to fuck kind of ¢ howiosiin bence the 
‘Puapifts bave for Bi, vand 
‘A feortanfwer willferve all: this, you 
Minifters be Priefts, andfo make fimile to be idem 
aie all fenfe and reafon, as if { had gone about to prove 
Bapti{meto be Circamcifion..' Secondly,:wee -onely apply 
thingsfec up by God bimfelfe,: and inake the patallelias God 
hatiomadeit; when any catipeoye that(God hath. fet upan 
‘univerfal Bithop; or appointed:fuperioritie of Miniifters one 
‘above another, and hath made fach parallels between them 
‘ket them»plead sand 


asyou {peak 
fpate nor, they had in their miniftery many 
pe hath madeacom- 


were typicallofChrif, which we have 

patilod, "weemay doe’ it fately,:and-may plead ifrom|t 
enero the other, ‘a3 tharebey 

fo our: Mindfiers be 
‘of And all this ‘wee may plead ‘by 


; 

4 

4 

> 

4 
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Infant- Baptifme proved from Scripture, 
fion initiated into thatadminiftration, and Baptifme into 
this) who wa Cirtumvifed a a profeffed member of the Fewes 
Church, and when bee fit up the Coriftian Church, bee wonld bee 
initiated into it by the Sactament of Bapsifma;.hereupon you 
runne into divers things, as wby Corift wou'd bee Circumeifed, 
why Baptized, and in wbat fenfe Chrift when he wer bap~ 
tized, faid thet bee would be baptized that bee might fulfil all 
righieoufief[e,but you thinke it net probab/e,tbat it was any part of 
bis meaning to be initiated into the Chriftian Chureb by baptifme, . 
the Chriftian Church w as not yet fer up with worfoip difeipline 
‘diftin’ from the Lewifh, and peesufe wae of a bigher 

nature then our Baptifme; reply that the Cliriftian Church 
was not fully {ceup,and sompleated with all Ordinances of 
worthip, government, officers till afterwards, is readily 
granted, but chat it wasnot in feeri,in erecting and framing, 
and that Baptifme was adminiftred in reference to the 
Chriftian Church, andthat by Baptifme men were initi- 
ated inco this new adminiftration or belt edition of the 
Church, I thinke no ‘found Divine did ever queftion. I 
rant Chrifts Baptifmeywasa tran{cendent one, and differs 
‘om ours in many things, and fo was his Ciccumcllion 
alfo a tranfcendent ‘one, and differed from the Jewes in 
many can you thence trame an ment that hee 
intended not by his conformity to our Ordi to ¢x- 
she us as he didto the Jewes in con- 

totheir Ordinances,but that you fhoulld hence feech 
an Argument,that becaufe Chrift was ‘not baptized till hee 
was thirtie yeers old,(which was within lefle chen thirtic 
weekes after Baptifme.was made a Sacrament) is I confefle 
amof tranfcendent ftraine of wit,yet you boalt of it, if 
by it youhad broke one, of the itrings1 haveto my bow, 
And totry; whether you cannot crack the other Col.2.5,9,10, 
alfo, theevidence which Colof. 2 gives to prove Bap~ 11. Vindicated, 
tifine to fucceed in the roome of Circumcifion.: but before you a 
come to the examination. of this place, you make enquiry 
in what fenfe Baprifme |meceeds im the roome ef Circumeifiom, 
exa&ly, Bapiifme was | 
@ concomitant anctenter, that it war in 


ufe 


4 


proved from Scripsore, 
whe among Fewes for many seers vegether with Circumcifion, 
though not « Sacramem , and tor this you cite the learned 
Gentleman Mr. Selden, andMr. Ainfworth on Gen. 47. and 
Baprifmein Mr. Lighsfootes Elias Redivivus:' Vconfefle, you are in thie 
wfe in the right, Baptilme was a knowne' rite in the Jewifi Chutch 
Church before it was made a Sacrament, and therefore whén 
baptizing, none of the Jewes were ignorant of 
fants aswell as the afeof Baptifine, they never asked ‘him what he meant 
giowne mca. by baptizing, they knew well enough that it was arite ufed 
in admi of Profelytes or new Converts into the 
‘Charch, they onely wondred, why hee did Baptize if hee 
were not the Mefliah.But Sir, this exception of yours is fo 
farre from being any argument againit mee, that it affords 
mie a good argument for Infant-Bapeilme, becaufe the fame 
authors, which mention this as an Ecclefialticdll rite, in 
‘edmifion of Prof teftifiethat the Infants of Pro- 
{clytes were as well as circumcifed, and wherefo- 
ever Circumcifion wasapplyed, Baptifme went along with 
it, fo'thattheule of Baptifme was the fame before, viz, 
to bee a rite of admicting growne men and Infants into the 
Church, onely-it begun bee a Sacrament of divine in- 
feution, when Jobn was fentto Baptize into the name of 
Chrifts' andirisin this Sacrament as in the other Sacra- 
ment ofche Lords Supper, 'the paws benedil?me, and the cup 
were uled before in the Sacrament of ‘the Pafleover, as an 
Eeclefiafticall rite; but our Lord at the laf Pafleover, 
tated the bread and ‘wine to bee Elements, 
which before were only'an Ee-lefisfticsl rite-now feeins that 
Baptifine which was inulebefore, was onely turned into 
Sacramentall facceed Circumcifion ,wish whorrbe- 
| toreit was a concomitant andialwayes applyed ‘to rhefame 
‘parfons.) Have you not helpedusto.a good Argument, that 
> Baprifme belongs to -Infanes as well as grown men ) 
not the Jeaft hint given’ in:the Wordjthat 
applyed to ons to whonr befote it wasy¥ 
Infants'as well: as growne men? che of this, 
was fo, ‘may appeare partly by- Mu, who 
| 


Infame-Baptifme proved from Scriptare. — 
the Infants. of the Gentiles. were made profelytes by this © = 
tice among others, both the male children and: the-female, | 
fo likewile, Maironides biah, Cap. 13»): tells. us.by noni des 
three things I{rael entredini@ Covenant, by Circuancifion, by Bap- 
tifme, and offering, and that Baptijme was inthe Wildernefjebe- 
fore the giving of the Law, wfaid, And thow fhalt fanéLifie 
them. to day. and to merrat,, and let wafh their garments; 
and.inanother places. when 4 Gentile will emer intotheCove 
nant, and gather bimféife under the wings of the Divine majefty, 
bee muft be Circumefed, Baptized, and bring an offering; if it bee 
fensale, bepti{ine andeffrings and againe, aProlelyse that ss 
aircunctfed and. net bapriaedyer baptized and: nét 
stot a Prajélyte, santa bee bee borb circumcifed and baptized and 
againe, 4 litsle Profelyte, they baptiz: by the appointment of the 
Conftffus. There are alfo fpeciall teftimonies:in the Falmud, 
which declare, that Jafants both af Iewes and Gentiles, were 
thus admitted, the male, ‘by. circumcifiin, and b.ptifme, — 
the fensales by baptifime,Orcs. Many. telimOnis of this) nature 
to fhew that Infantsas wellias growne men, were bapti- 
zed among the Jewes.areto be {eene in: Mr. Ainfwarth upon 
Gen.17.verf. 12543- Lwas willing to give this lictle tafte, 

_ ¢hat che Reader inay fee, that baprifme ever fince it was in 
was applyable to children'as, well asgrowne men. Y 
adde, even the Sacrament of Bagtifme was before 
eeafed, and you inftance with Baptifme, which wa ton- 
comitent Sacrament wiih the Sacrament of circnmcifion; I an- 
fwer.as before, Johns Baptilme and Mi JobnsBaprifme 
dium to Chiift, and was-wholly\in reference to the nro 
‘ftianChutchy ‘which. then beQun to bee»mouldedsiand 
there was not anew diliiné& of 
nitie all this was preparing: materialis” 
and thetn: iy Baptifme, as. members ta 
the which was then. ready: ta bee:taken 
away, but into that new admibiftration which was then in 
preparing, but this.is.no againtt bapti {me to fue- 
ceed circumcifion, aLord Major elet& fucceedsthe old, 
the oldconsinus after his election. for-a time. Yet. 
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| 
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proved from Scripture. 


Mr.Tombes Ex- and place of Citcumcifion,and fay if byvoome and place; 1 meane, 


ceptions, 


bath noroome: or place at a 


locus communis ‘et pro 


‘fo being: ax’ attion, 
‘property: if by ro0me: and place | 
meant the baptized and beprixers, tharia true bus im part, feme 
whowere to be baptized were mut to: bee cir.umeifed, a women. 


T birdly, ifby reome and place I meane the fame facicty, that is no 


true, Circumcifion as mitted into the. Fewifb, bsptijme into the 


Chriftian Church. Fourthly, if of theCommandement wpon which 
both are fealed, that i not true neither, Circumeifion was com- 
manded long before Baptifme. F iftly;if of the fame ufe, tbat is 
for she ufe of Circumeifion, obliged to keepe the Law, 
10 be a partition berween Tewes and Gemiles,: ‘and to initiate ime 
the Texvifb Church, or ratber Jami'y.. Then laftly 
you fay, if I meane it of confirming and [ealing thé fame Cove 
nant, wither is that true fave ently in part, bcaufe their Cove- 
nant was a mixt Covenant, and alibongh Circumcifion did 


firme righteou{neffe by by fish ani Lgnificd bolineffe of beart, fo “lf 


did the Cloud, Sea, Sapper 
by the Supper and therefire to: . 
fay that Baptifime faceceds in the roome and pan 
Sin, is & pufition errencous and % 

(bam prone to thinke ithat tint -as well 
Inke arei: very. cheape’ with’ yous who:thus. 
wafte them; this poore'quibbling “about: fucceffion: and 
roome, place,8tc: i is too Peda for a grave Divine,what 
Reader will not at the firft view feethis to beemy meaning, 


Baptifme fucceeding in the roomeand place of Circunr 


in the place and fiead figuifie: and feale 
the fame Cov.mant of which Cirtumeifion fiom ids: Circumci- 


Exception 
deferves no 
An{wer. 


cifion more darkely fealing, Chrift being not 
¢ fhadow Sethe en away and 


the fabftahee sefer dnely 
_toithe feverall manners of 


I couch 


Anfw. 


the firk Settion Gf this third ‘part. Thirdly; 2°Exce'prion® 
when you fay; adviitted one birch, antwer be- 
you intend. not) ifyou'méaneonely the ‘feverall adminis 
tions, the Church of he Fewed being Church tin- 

der one adnainiftration, ‘the Chriftian’ Church ‘the’ 


Chureh-o Chrif ander ‘ah 


mtd the: > 
miniftration of. theCovenant:” bite if you ttieané, that’ the 
Church; of ithe ‘are hot and “tHe 


the fame thou 
count ic needlefle go. any proofts; I thinke 


circume {ion befor c tbe anfwered, 
fucceeds the feveutti day.im bein Sabbath, Bit cer- 
tainly the infinition of after'the othér- ‘And 
to the masiner’ ok Wes; 
it gto that manner of -andfo 
they. ware pant of the Jewith pedagogy; which is ‘wholly 
hath -hd “Dat 
baptilme ft fucceeds it as a Seale of the fame Covenant a 
betcer fet andl 
dinance;: il-wohder that you fay, did 
abe int burchaf she 09 vather into Abyabams fo- 
3, if by, Abrabaews fainily' you of the 
meane; ching elle; tell us what-icis, and how Ciréuth- “i 


ocherwife shen as, it weas the Church of ‘ci Fewer 


32 3 


you 


7 


Per. 3 zI. 


3 Exsepe 


owina 


onely Anebaptifis). That to fay 


this of Baptiler sfacccediing 


| which hold ouethethin on New Te 


| FV Atouel 
exception a- ‘ei 


anfwered, 


HOY 


but lay ofthe rac fj 

were extraordinary fignes, not ltandine Sacraments to bee 

ing Sacraments of And: Farve 28 Gord 

* fayirig baptitny 

them} she Appttle Petts eombares bap- 
a the:A the Like figure wher eonto faves ns, 
and why allo. foould the Lord 

wiay be. {aid 


you adde, his /cope svat mot to teach thens that we bxve another 
ordinance in ftead ef Circumcifion, 1 replys it is very true, he 
tcaches them wée are.compleatin Chrift, .and need not 


Circumcifion; butitis as true, that he further enlarges this 


comfort,by fhewirig that we havea vilible feale of this 
compleatnefle in Chrift, and {0 it is niore evident wee have 
no of Circumeifion.* 

Secondly, fay 
the thing it felfe is afferted to the Saints, without an outward 
bolt, which yet the adver{aries ince ffantly urged, and for which 


you, Aretius in'bis Commentary fayes, Tht 
ged by Air 
Tombes sas if for 


him, whois 


Aretius his helpe, you conclude it ‘utterly againft the Apoftles expretiely a- 
whole argument, to fay, that they needed not Circumcifim, b:caufe him. 


they had another ordinance in the room of it. But Sir,why do you 
thus frequently-abafe your readers with the names of Lear- 
ned men, inferting {ome onefentence of theirs into your 
book,and thereby infmuating to your Reader,thatthey are 
of your Opinion in the point wherein you citethem? affure 
Ou, it Concernes your (Gjenc2, as well as your Caule,to 
thus ofgen'taken prc The Learned Aretins in that-ve~ 
ry place where you cice him acknowledges ‘indeed, T bst we 
are compleat in Chrift, witbout an external fpmboles and that be 
is a perfect organ of our falvation ; you needed to have cited 
ne man for this, we all concurre with you in ic; the onely 
thing controverted is, whether the Apoftle intend alfo in 


this place to fhew,thatonr room aiad feof 


felf fp ferwerur etiam fucce in locum Circum- 
quaride aperte-bunc vest Corifti: Hee 
plainly tells ns, thatthe Apoftle calle B the Circumes~ 
fron of ©hrift, ‘But fince you have pat me 
fhall make boldto inform thie Reader, that the {ame 
in his Problemes, after the Hiltory of Volentine re 


Circumeifion.' The Circumeifion of the was the 
mtntof it tovbem ; and nowihas abolifoed, we bave baptifuse 
Letus {ee what yont exceptions it, Firkky you 
acknowledge with me, the Apofiles {cope is to fw that ree are 
compleat in Chrift, and eberefore needed Corcumcifia: “And 
| 


Ancient Au- hath?anintire to: prove that aprifme fucceeds 


thorscired by ‘Gireumncition, and brings thisfecond.of she Col, there. 


amaine evidence; and citcsmany our 


Baptfm ef the Fiche both Ged and atin for-the 


ceeds Circum- On ofit.: 
Accepimus non illam fed hi 


ejun regener ations que per bspti/mum comficiter. 
Epiphan.comr. [ic fuit circumcifiocarnalis que injetvit tempori ad ma» 
cn circumivifie tempore donee major circume i ig 
regeneration, 
Aug inEpifi. Afi gees a fua pre circum: ume 
In Epift. ad binfdem ft 
Dardarwn. All-thef-the Reader fhall. finde in Aresias, whom you 
bring in, as if he conaured with you ; mott of thefe telti- 
monies are before alfo alledged Gi 
‘Thirdly, but you goe on fay,, T but, in, traib is 
evacuate the Apoftles argument ed beth bere, and. Hebr..9. 11, 
9-13. who till prevcs the cexemonits of the Law, 


becanfe we aré.comp'est in'Chrift; notin fome new ordinances 


added in fiesdof them, forif there bee need of ether Ordinan- 
Chrift)ia of the then Chrift bimfelf bath 

rss yer’ G sane ly fucceeds thems. Pot 
anfwer, it isverytrucythat whoever fhould plead that 


we have any’ of our cont efs in any outwaed Ordinate 
oes would theApottles Argument But Sir, is shere 
be itiadt betwixt oxr compl in Chrifts 


and Ordinances which by his-own appoinémenthelpe us to 
app!y thiscompleatnefi¢:. doethe Sacraments of Baptifnie 


Abrabain wbi Deo wtd accepit pre ote | 


andthe Lords ‘Supper , andi other Ciriftian 


Bupt\fine proved fromm Scriptore. 


Infant Baptifme prousd from Scripture, 

hinder,or argue-thae all ogr. Chrift, 

that Chrift onely-fucceedsall the 

dinances, asthe body fucceeds the thadow: we pleartnos as. 

the Papifis doe, thatthe Jewifh Sacraments were, 

ours, they were.types onely of Chrifts but yet ours {0 

themto.b the Covenant.of grace, and {0 the. 

mos but there is an analogy Vide 


Fourthly; fay you, dag 
and as theres aifa betwixt. the Arke and Gen. L7, 


cir 
Baptifime 5 but me are not comciude thence, that Bapsifime fie- 
ceeds in the room and ufeef Noabt Arke, rc. for im tbe 

ftration of an Ordinance, weatenct tobee ruledhy bare 
framed by our felvet, or delivered by the Spivitof God,bus bp the 
inftitutonof God, Tanfwer, bas when thofe analogies fra~_ 
med by the Spiris of God, are agreeable tothe ufé and end, 
of Gods inftiturion, we are tobeg mled by chem; she: 


Fifthly, fay you, The Apoftle in rathen, vefimnbles 
burial to circumcifion.then baptifme: and fo makes the analogie 
between circtmeifiun and Chrifts bring 
fotome and T bevphylald concurring withyou, anfwer; this 
wonder at, where is Circumeition compared to burialland 
wherein I pray you lyes the analogie between them?» Be- 
fides, whoever wilk look intothis Text, fhall finde. that this 
irituall circumcifion containes beth our death tofin, and: 
again to newnelle of life, by the: death. and, refarce- 

ion ot Chrift, both, which are here fully fignified in, 
our ba > ver. 1%, 12, confepulti theanalogy 
lyes plain between our buryall.and baptifine. And Chyje- 
faith plainly, wee are. {pirieually cir 


£% 
be cedby Me. 
im the revere and mje 


them.to that painfull, - 


fay yon; wae 
the but is wat allo burthem tok 
then, not a priviledge, to bave an ordinance 
of it, 1 anfwer, Ciccumeiion wasa 
man Tie | .C 
the Covenant, which was befone 
a 


is 


marerpt 


bin 


treutn hifion 
mis nowehe fal Of 


ake Your farewell thoush 
noe this the-tame Who have hitherto 
x 
: 
, 
é 
. 
* 


caft.upon felfe onelyi,. 
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upon | 
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proved from Scripture, 
That by Godsowne exprifft 
de ‘tere in: the tirhe of ‘the Tempe, 
sabe snd fealed with she fipne of circumcifion , whthe 
Femby nature, or Profely tesof the Gentiles, one law reat forthe 


wil fay fomewhat toevery thing-you anfwer,F irft: 
as certain that shia exprefje or dr of God is now repe sledsvery trae, 
might have added, That by his order likewife,Bap- 
furcceeds in the room of it. Tadded, awhereas fomeal- 


Infants b cireuincifion wii to be applyed to rbetr Enfants 
= fpirisual) part of the Covenmt , 
of and earthly by bleffing 
ibe to the land of Canaan, tc, and 
that cireumeifed for fome 
thereby brought anider tbe “You 

‘ferre'to your Latine Paper. reply, tomy underftandi 
pure Artabaptifme indeed, juft Tike the fe 
bare and when God 


ailites to tirennstife heir children, ‘wee“are mor 
rat be abliged their bearty 
“by Godin tircumcifiow, cannstbze dranme to 4 
mot 


nelle, that the carcumcifed 


and to fecke after rhe 
| 


Wir AN AV ~ ‘brihg nat: one dow-of a 


& 


_ready cleared it out of the Text Genefis.17.thatthongh 


all part of ic,’ and whereas you fay ,, te! wat circum- 
Abrabam underftood the promife wa not intended for 
fomael but for Ifaac,that Ifbmael only was to bsve a {bare in fome 
temporal bleffangs 5 1 anfwer, fuppofing that were true, you 


havegiven a in to prove that fome may re- 
ceive the of the Covenant, and have a vifible 


ftandingin theCharch, though hee who. adminifters the 
Seale, might by revelation know that -the inward prace is 
-wanting. Secondly, J anfwer, how doe you prove that no 
part of the fpirituall Covenant madewith Abrabam did ap- 
peareto belong to when he was ciccamciled, or not 
to Efax when hee was circumcifed? God indeed did then de- 
dare that I/aac was hein whole family the Covenant fhould 
init: prove(if yoncan) in your next that! I/bmsel and. Bjax 
“were ireumoifion -bound to, bave their hearts 


theirici 
circamcifed, and’ 0 beleeve in the Mefliah that was.to 
come of Abrabams feed. And whereas you fay, againe and 


_againe,that the Covenant was ibe reafon-n 
ibe but vmelyGods precept : d 


Gods 
command was the caule of the exiftence.of the dutie of Cir-. 


the Covenant of grace was the motive to ir, 


Whereas]. anfweredto that carnall objeftion of the Ana- 
plainer then that the Covenant where- 


_and thefe two are wellconfiftent together. 


the Cove- 


grants what is 
mm controver- 


281 
-eamcifion 
fun wat a Signe the Covenant of grace, you re- 
ply, frit, Covenant, which is before taken away, | £ 
inanfwer to your excepuons my: firft. conclufion, 
-Se&. 20Part3- Secondly, you day, all  circumcifed perfons 7,15, 
ofthe fperitual part, it’s one thing tobeexnd7 
-went of Grate you for, this anfwer, yougrast 
‘as mutch as Lhave been proving, all this while, wz. that men 
o sberf{hip though not-eleGed, 
andchas there ever was.and will befome inthe Church 


&ified, and‘I'fiope you will not deny bat’ chat thele: are 
called, in that fenfe whichiour Saviour meatfes when hee 
fayes; Many are called,but few are chofen. | added Abrabem re- 


ceived Circuméifion a figne of the righteon {ite ffe of faith: true, 
fay you,Circumeifion was but 20 all or 


fealeof ra 
civcumbifed perfons,but to beleevers ewberber Tews of Gentiles 
though are ot may be fealed in tbeir own perfons. I reply, 
is but a peece of odde Divinitie, that C Circunscition 
fhould fealerighteoufnefle to them: who never are circum- 
cifed,nor reputed fo, nor capable of being circumcifed, nor 
might lawfully be circumicifed, bat let thae pafle.! 27 Indeed 
none bat beleevers have the all parc'of Cireumcifion, 
fecke dhe hada vifible right to it, and were ob- 
ed to feeke the {pirieuall grace of it,’ and though they 
who areexternall pelted and not eletted, never come to 
‘attaine the (pirituall part, ‘yet are they in foro'wiftbilas Ec- 


elefie tobe reputed Church members;)and they have. as Au- 
iftin faecr not frutivme S acraminti, 


they recéive the of Sacrament, h. they: par- 
take not of the belt part of ic; And the Temes {aid recti- 
ved circum. ation bud os a.Church, as. a from 
cifion, ‘the worlds and taken into Covenant with God which | 
-you if I take ( ar’) wirh it mci- 
ther as a nation, nor a Chaveb: for if mation; then every 
“nation muft have been cireumcifed; if Church, then excry 
Church mut be circumecifed;’ they received as appainted them 
from God ,vinder that formall notion, and ne seri 
exceptions are thele? my plainie ‘mexting wasy. the 
‘were both a civill fogietie they were 
_ “alfoa Church ora people in Covénantwith God 3Circum- 
‘cifion was giveti them in 'réference to their Church State,not 
their divill and itm ordine: to the 
of Gods kingdomiés card ithe*formalh-rea- _ 
fon of theie being cirenineited ‘was the-command ‘of God, 
yet the Covenant: of grace’ of” their Churcli fate was the 
“Motive toit, ‘andthe thing it related to; avis ‘mot cleare 
"Out pf thes WofGenefiy ind 


Ofrennicifion 
“oftety been fhewed befores 54 


‘ 
~ 
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Infant-Baptifrme proved from Sériptwre. 383 

But what is all thie, fayyouy to the. anfwering of the objection, 
which wat that Gircumeifiem was not the Sea'e of she fpiriteal 
part of the Covenant of grace, to all ci ifed perfons, and that 
Cirenmcifion was appointed toperfons not under the Covenant,erc. 
I an{wer, I thinke it very fully anfwers the objeétion, for 
ifit was commanded and obferved, as shat which was a 
priviledge and dutie belonging to the Covenant, and they: 
_ufed it as being in Covenant, the objection is wholly taken 
off. Your frequent bringing in of the manner of admini-~ 
{tration,by types, fhadowes,&c. hath been abundantly an- 
{wered in my vindicating my firft conclufion,and elfewhere. 
Next you much troubleyour felfe, how I will eleare that exe 
preffina of mens conformity to temperall blefings and punifbments, 
becaufe bleffings and punifbmemts are Gods afis and mot’ mens: 
I defire yow to-require an account of ic from thenv who af- 
fertit, Laid, Circsmcifionbound them who received it to cumforme: 
tothat manner of adminiftration of the Covenant mbich was cur~ 
ried much by a way of temporal b’effings and punifbments, ‘they: 
being types of fpiriteall chings: is this all one to conforme to’ 
temporall bleflings and punifhnients? I added, man can 
foew, that any were to recetve Circumejfion in relation to thefe-out~ 
ward thing) onely,or te them at all, further then they were: admi- 
nifirat ions of the Covensut of grace; you anfwer, they récei- 
ved Circumcifion neither in relation to thefé things onely 
noner a all, either 2s they were temporal bleffings or types Of Tombes by. 
ritual things, and fv adminiftratiens of the Covenant of grace, confequeace 
but fer this reafen and mosther, because Cod bad fo commanded ; 4€ni¢s 
I reply, here had beene the fa place for you to have made 
good what you have fo con y heretofore 5 thing. 
that Efan, and others were circumcifed for fome 
temporall refpetts, that Circumcition fealed the temporal’ 

or political] promifes,&cc. ‘but in ftead of proving this, you 

dos ger for if they were not circumci-' 
fed, all to their temporail bleilings, how. 
I you did Circumcifion fealetheir temporall 2 

Naw by deny. that’ Circumcifion: 
quently. it- was no feale at all, or a feale mongrel’ 


f 


nfant-Baptifme. proted from Scriptare. 
for if they were: cireumcifed wich refpe&:to nothing, but 
onely:becaufe God commanded them: to bee circumcifed, 
how was Circamcifion any Scaleto them? If a father give 
a child a Ring, and command him to weare it, enely to 
fhew his obedience to his fathers command, what doth the — 
‘wearing ofthis Ring {ealetothe child? it declares indeed 
the childes obedience to the father, but feals nothing to 
_ thechikd from the father. Nor doth that which you adde 
any whit helpe this, youfay, Zou deny not that circumciféd per- 
fons were by faith to looke un the covenant a of gts through thefe 
 adminifiratins, bat by what warrant could their: faith look 
upon the Covenant of grace through ciramncifion if the 
comatand of circumcilion werenot in reference to the Co- 
-yenant of grace? I profefie I cannot underftand it, nor doe 
Ithinke it poflibletor you, to reconcile this, either with 
the conftant doétrine ot the Scripture conterning. the end. 
and ufe of Circumcifion, or with your owne grant, that 
‘Circumcifion was the initiall Seale of the Jewes Covenant 
To clare it further that Circumeifion was not a feale of 
theJand of Canaan, orthetemporall bleflings of it, Ifkew- 
ed the. Profelytes amd their children could not bee circnmeifed in 
relation ta Canaan, becanfe they were not cspuble of any inbe- 
risance there ; that.it tied. them to 4 greater expence of their 
temporal bleffings by their long, frequent, and chargeable journies 
seorfbip at. Lerufalem ; youantweronely this, all this may 
bce granted, yet this overthrowes not this prepofition, that the 
Covensnsmade with Abrabem bad promifes.of temporal bleffings, 
and thas fome were 0 be circumeifed rwbob2d no part inthe cove- 
grace: butSir, thething.I am. here proving: is that 
Circumeifion was no Seale of the land of Canaan, not that 
there were no. 


promif of life, and.of tbat 

part in ¢ fpirituall graces.ot the Giovenant, 
baing thatall who 


te. come: nor was 
muy drife 
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I know the promifes of temporall bleffings. belong 


Infamt- Baptifme proved from Scripture, 


cumcifed had'a vifiblememberhhip and right to bee reputed 
as belonging to the Church, againft which in this place 


you fay juft nothing. Lajtly, whereas I added that Ihmsel 


and the reft of Abrabams family, Efauand otbers were really taken 
into covenant untill afterwards by apaftafie they difcovenanted 


themfelves, you anfwerthat I plainely deliver gp»ftafie frome th- 
covenant of grace, which im others won'd bee called Armiazi{me, 
becuse taking inte the covenant of grace, argues clekion or fime 
alt which executes eleBion: Ureply, I have no doubt but that 
all indifferent Readers well enough underftand what I 
meant by being taken into the Covenant of grace, even 
fuch a taking in as when the Gentiles were taken in, in ra- 
morum defrattorum locum, in ftead of the Tewes, who were broken 
off: your felfe grant, itisone thing to bee under the {piri 
grace of the Covenant, and another thing to bee under 
che outward adminiftration ; in this later fenfe were Ifbmzel, 
and the reft taken in, they were vifible profeffors had 
an externall calling, and are all vifible elet&ted,and 
is not external! vocation Gods att, though a common 
one? | 


The fifth and laft conclufion which I laiddowne in my 5 Conclufion 
Sermon was this,the priviledges of beleevers under this and vindicated, our 


beft adminifiration of the covenant uf grate are many wayes en- elas sree 


larged, made more honorable and comfortable then ever they were inlarged. 


in the time of the Iewes adminiftration; many Scriptures [peake 
of their inlargement, not one for the diminins{bimg or extenuating of 
them, | d hardly have imagined that you could have 
{pent ten or eleven whole pages in excepting againft this, 

fhall very bricfely examine what you have faid; firft, you 
thew your skill in the defcription of a priviledge out of the 
civill Law, and! concurre with you, that a priviledge muft 

‘bee fomewbat which is a benefit, and that the fame sbing’ may 
bee a priviledge at ont time, which is not at anotber; that that 
may bee 2 priviledge in compar ifon of tbe heathens which is not in 
comparifon ef Chriftians: but what’sall this to the purpofe? 
further fay you,the priviledges of the covenant of grace belonging 
te the fubftance of it, are not now more enlarged or mure bonorable 
er comfortable then they were in Tepes 


‘ 
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Ont fpiriruall 
priviledges - 
hew inlarged. 


- 


firft,though this were granted it hurts not 


- fturne well en 


of themasthey were fhadowes of the fubltance, whichis 


ich were a moft 


Infant-Baptifme proved from Scripture. 

mee, it’s fuffici- 
ent if the adminiftration be now more comfortable to be- 
leevers andtheir children. Secondly, if there be no more ho- 
norableneffein thofe priviledges which belong to the fub- 
{tance of theCovenant, how comes itto pafle,that in your 
anfwers to thofe feverall texts which I and others bring to 


prove the enlargement of priviledges under this laft admi- 
niftration, you interpret them of thofe priviledges which 
belong tothe fubftance of the Covenant or the fpirituall 
part of it? -Thirdly, chough { willingly acknowledge that 
the fpirituall priviledges are the fame both to the Jewes and 
Gentiles, the, fame under both adminiltrations, yet fee- 
ing that under this laft adminiftration, thefe priviledges are 
communicated not onely with more clearenefle,but in grea- 
ter meafirre and abundance, floods in ftead of drops : wil- 
derneffes made like Lebanon and Sharon, I wonder you ~ 
fhould fay they are no more honorable and comforta- 
ble now then they were then; is not abundance of grace 
more honorable and comfortable then a little grace? But 
fay you, ia refpect of the adminiftration it granted they are mar 
ny wayes enlarged and mademore bonorable': this will ferve our 
ough, for this was a priviledge belonging to 
their adminiftration, that their Infants were under it as 
well as themfelves; ‘yeeld that for ours,and the controverfie 
isended, mee (fay 1) are freed from that bard and coftly yoake 
of theér way of adminiftration: true fay you, it % mot onely out 
priviledgeto bee free from that, but it a our priviledge alfo'to 

nutbing in liewof that yoske, To have nothing in liew 


but to fay it is our privi 


to have 
nothing in lieu of them,as they were external] 


dimances 


toapply Chrift, is to fay it is our priviledgeto have no Or- 


dinances to apply Chrift to us,and to make.us comr 


thing to afiirme. 
hereas added that our priviledges for oxr felves and our chil- 
dren,are at leaft as honorable, large, and comfortable.as sheirs, 


youranfwer to this is very remarkable, but whether with an 
obcliskeor atteriske the Reader shall judges firlt fay you, 


Circumeifion 


4 


cireumcifion belongs tothe adminiftration of the Covensnt, not ta 
the fabftance of it. Urveply; it was indeed a part of their ad- 
miniftration, and obliged them to the reft of that manner 
ofadminittration, as Bapeilme now doth to ours, but did 
‘it not allo belong to the fubftance? was it nota feale of the 

of crcumcifion of heart, &c. doth 
not the feale belong to the thing fealed? theconveyance and 
feal annexed to it,are no patt of the purchafed inheritance, My, Tynbo, 
but doe they not belong to it? Secondly, your next is as makesica pri- 
remarkable, viz. That st’s fo farre from being a priviledgé to viledge not ta 
our children to bave them baptized tobave Baptifme fuccted in 
the lead of Circumeifion, that it # a benfit to want it, God not 
having pend it, Tanfwer, then belike our priviledges 


righteou(nefleo 


of the Covenant of grace are fo farre from being inlarged 


by enjoying the Sacrament of wae, that it had been 
our priviledge to have wanted Baptifme if God had not 
appointed it, and by asgooda reaton at leaft, you might 
have faid,that Circumecifion was {o farre from being a pri- 
viledge to the Jews andtheir children, that it had been a be- 
neft for them to have wanted it, ifGod had nog comman- 
ded it; fare, thatis a ftrange kinde of priviledge, of which 
I may truly fay , © that it had been a greater benefit to them 
who have it, to have wanted it, if the Donor had not com- 


manded it, | 
Next, you come more particularly to examine the proofs 


of my Conclufion; and (fay you) the thing | fhould prove, it 


one of thefe two, either that circumeifion did belong tothefubftance 


of the Covenant of grace: or that the want of circumcifton, or fome 
Ordinance im the place and ufe of it, is a loffe — of the 
Covenant of gracetous and our children, Sir, the thing I was 
to prove was this 5 Conclufion, viz. T bat oxr priviledges are 
inlarged, not extenuated: and as for thefe two particulars, I 
_havealready thar Circumcifion, thougha part of 
their adminiftration, did yet belong to the fubftance; be- 

ing it. ave allo pro at it bea pri- 
Pde to have nothing fucceed circumcifion , as it bound 


have Infants’ 
baptized. 


to that manner of adminiftration; yet it isa priviledge to 
Bb2 have 
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188 Infan'-Baptifme proved from Scripture. 
have fomewhat flucceed it as a feale of the Covenant, in as 

much as a Covenant with a feale, is a greater benefit then a 
Mr Tombes Covenant without afeale. More particularly, 1 faid our 
makes the Co- enlargement of priviledges appeares, partly, in that wee 
bere. were _ have freedome, in what was burthenfome to them in their 
venant of Manner of adminiftration ; partly, becaufe our Covenant 
Worksgrrone- iseftablifhed upon better promifes, Hicb. 8.6. Whereupon 
oully, you enter upon a Difcourfe of that Covenant there men- 
tioned, and you pofitively aflert, That it was the Covenant of 
werkes, Alafle Sir, why doe you run into this needlefle and 
erroncous digreflion? I faid indeed in my Sermon, that the 
morall Law-was added tours hundred and thirty yeares af- 
ter the Covenant was made with Abraham, not as a part of 
that Covenant , but as a Schoolematier to whip them to 
Chrift; that they finding the impoflibility of keeping the 
Law, mightmoreearneftly long after Chriftt , exhibited in 
thofe fhadows of Rites and Sacrifices, &c. but to fay that 
this Covenant mentioned in the eight of the Hebrews, iwas 
the Covenant ot works, is a moft erroneous doérine;look 
into the Text, and you fhall find that the Covenant which 
is there mentioned, (which God finds fault with, andcalls 
the firft Covenant; in oppofition tethis Lester Covenant) , 

had Ordinances.of divine W orfhip, hada Sanétuary, a Ta- 
bernacle, Priefts, and High Prietts, Sacrifices, and other 
FRiites belonging to the adminiftration of it. Sir, was this 
the Covenant of works? hope you will not own. it in your 
2Cor, 3.10, Next youfay, That place, .2. Cor. 3. 10. sb: glory of 
mf-inserpre- theirs, bad no. glory in refpeti of ours: This is not meant of the 
tedby Mr. Covemant of grace, but of the Covenant in Adount Sinai ; ther 
Tombes, fare impertinently alledged by me. Sirs 1 wonder at your con- 
fidence in its the Reader will eafily difcerne that the whole 
feope of that Chapter clearly holds foi th the preheminence 
of the. Minittery of the Gofpel,, above the Miniltery of 
Mofes his vailed Ceremonies: belike thenwith you, A4- 
{es Ceremonies were the Covenant of works. Next, I 
{hewed in my Sermon,that as our priviledges are better then 
Aheirs; in being free’d froni their burthens fo mess well as 
they, enjey the bonowr of, being called a boly Nation, « preuliar peor 


ple. 


: 
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that allthefe thin 


did fo in 


Infans-Bapti fuse prowed from Scripture, 


ple; achofen generation, @c, Vpon this you difeourfe at large, 


efpeciall {ft Mr. Blake 9 and: you undertake to ve 


an{wer very briefly, none of us ever doubted , but that the 
{piritual] part belongs onely to the invifible Church, and 

the time of the Jews, as wellas now; but yet we as 
wellas the Jews partake of that priviledge, and our vifible 
ftanding gives us the honor to be fo reputed,as wel as theirs 
gave ituntothem; and were allthe Jews who had theho- 
nour to bee called a holy Nation, really fuch? were-they 
allinwardly holy., or effectually called?. the like anfwer 
fervesto your difcourfeupon Rom.9.. the Apoftle freakes 
there of adoption as a priviledge of the body of that Nati- 
on, their whole Nation had the Honour to bee called the 
children of God, according to Det. 14.1. Te are the chil- 
dren of the Lord your.Ged, yet they were notali the fpiricuall 
children ofGod ; the Reader may fee more. of this in the 
vindication of my fecond Conclufion, and you fhall doe 
well in your next, folidly to prove that thefe were not pri- 
viledges which the. vifible Church of the Jewes enjoyed 


(though among them had'the kernel! withont 


the fhell}) rather,then thus to triumph in thefe  fee- 
ble exceptions, I added, Wee bawe all thefe things with 
advantage, not onely intbe clearneffe of the adminifiration, but in 


Some fen{e,in greater extent te with us there 1s neither woale 
nor female, Why ladde thisof male or female, youfay 


you know not, except I meane to infinuate that in the Jew- 


aremeant of theinvifible Church. I 
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ifh Church there was maleand female, becaufe Circumcifi- 
on was onely of the males; RCo ] reply, I acknowledge that denne 4 ) 


though it bee true, that among truebeleevers, among the 
Jews there was neither male nor female, all equally. did 
partake of the {pirituall part. of the Covenant, as well as 
now with us, yet for the comfortable manner of admini- 
{tration of it, even this diftin&ion of male and female, isa 


priviledge enla ged under chis laft and belt adminittration, 


and the Apoiile in that place, Gal. 3. 28. doth plainly in- 
timate the enlargement of this priviledge in this refpeét,and 
fol think the words plainly ne out, As many of you a bave 
| 3 


beens. 
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been 


all wh» bave af .mding under the Covenant, which 


baptized into Corift, bave pant on.Chrifts there vs neither lew 
nov Greehe, bond nor ‘free, tisk nor female; for ye are all one in 
Chrift and if ye be Chrifts, then are ye Abrebams feed, 
and beires according topromife. To me the Apoftle here doth 


plainly hold ont, that now ander the New Teftament 


isthe vilible of ‘oar being Abrabanrs feel 
circumeifion was the pledpe of it ander the Old Teftament; 
& that hereis the enlargement of our priviledge in the New 
Teftament, that whereas Circumcifion of old was applyed 
to one Nation, and notto others; nowout of all Nations, 
fuch are called in, asaremade Abrabans feed , whether 
Jew or Greek. And whereas of old the feale was a ply. 
ed onely to the males, in this re{pect the di exes: 
is nowtakenaway. Andalthoughit betrue that the {pi- 
ritual] part of all this be made good onely to true beleevers, 
who ife alone have the inward baptifme , yet vifible 
profefiors enjoy thevifiblepriviledge, 
Next you proceed to reply to an Objection which I 
in my Sermon, and anfwered, (vix.) In_fome 
thing’ she Fews baa greater priviledges then we bave, as that A- 
brabam bad.the priviledge tobee called the F atber of the frithfull : 


Chrift boutd bebsrn of bis the Virgin Mary bad the 


priviledge tobe the Muther of Cbrift ; the whole’ Nation of the 
Jews bad this priviledge, that God will call in their feed againe, 


after they bad been'caft for unbelief many bundred years, whi 
priviledges none of the 


ntilerbave, or canbave, And my arr 
queftion is about fach priviledges as belong to 

every one who 
isincovenant with God might expett by vertue of the covenant ; 
whither were-a Fer or'a Profelyte, not for any peculiar or 
perfonall:priviledge-to any one man or ‘woman, or family, ot Tribe. 
That it no wisys Gerogates from ws that fome particslar perfon or 
Tribefbould enjoy fome peculiar priviledges , but if any of the 
common priviledges, wbids they all enjoyed by vertue of their 
Church flanding foould be abridged, then the priviledges of the 
New Teftament would bee more em then thofe of the Old; 
this, faid I, is: again ft'the word of God. Your anfwer is, That 


fwer was, Thatour 


thin Argument bath no weighr,but onely ameng ft Vulgar,and 


. 
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Infant-Baptifne proved from Stripture, 
frhlogifing capacities; and therefore inyonr Latine Paper you mene 
tion thefe of the Virgin And thence would 
fhew,T bat the lews might bave more priviledges im fome refpett, 
in fome things, then we, and yet ow” condibion better then sheirs by 
iviledges webave above them, which re- 


reajon of fome other pr 
compence she defect of thofe priviledges; and therefore no good 
Argument cas be drawne , T hat becanfe God gave a privi- 
ledge tothe Fews, therefore swe muft bave a priviledge too. yea, 
it Would bee an Argument of arrogant prefumption, to (ay, the 
had fuch a priviledge, therefore wemuft baveit : They bad 
a priviledge to circumcife Infants therfore we maft baptife Infante. 
I Anfwer, I thinke indeed it would take with no fober 
Chriftian thus to argue: The Jewes had it, therefore wee 
muft have it. But Sir, to argue thus, God gave fuch a pri- 
viledgeto the whole Church of the Jews, that, their In- 
fants{hould be reputed to belong to his Church, and have 
the initial] feale: Therefore if hee have not granted to 
Chriftians, that their Infants fhall alfo bee reputed to be- 
long to his Church, and partake of the initiall feale; then 
his grace the New Teftament is 
as to their polterity. is Argument appeares fo cleare 
to mee, that I oan confefle my felfe one of thofe Dull 
ones, whoknownot how to deny the confequence, ; In 
the meane time I obferve, that though you would make 
your Reader believe, that thefe perfonall priviledges of A- 
ebam,to have Chrift born of his flefh; the. Virgin Mary to 
bethe mother of Chrift, &c. doe prefle my Conclufien; yet 
you {pake not one word to vindicatethem from my anfwer: 
And therefore I colle that by this time you fee, that now 
under this adminiftration,fome perfonal priviledges which 
a few of the Jews had over and above what belonged to the 
seft, may be denyed us, and yet they make nothing againft 
this ; That if the common which 


every one ofthem had were denyed us, our priviledges were Pta‘tion of 


ftraimed. Your other ion which you CONCET™ Gare, and 
ning Adelchifedeck  Lotyand have been often anfwered of the Cove- 
before. ‘That which youadde concerning ove kinde of Profe~ nanr, helps not 
dytes among the Tews, who ware called Profelytes of the gate, who Mx. Tombes, 


; 
| 
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proved from Scripture. 
Whough they were wot circumeifid, were yet'reckomed amang the 
Warfbippers of God, a wereC orntlins® and orbers) and 
were alo within the Covenant of grace. Tknow not what you 
&g intend to gather from it, unleffe you would intimate, that 
they were Church-members the Jewes,; “although 

they were not circumcifed ;° but Had you faid fo, that the 
priviledges and Church-memberfhip of thete Profelytes of 
the Gate, were as honourable as thofe of the Profelytes of 
the Covenant, your learned Readers would have {miled at 
‘you; fure there would have been no need for God to have 
inftructed Peter by a Vifion from heaven, that he fhould not 
call them (to whom he wasto befent) uncleane; nor had , 
Peter been ever put to have made his apologie for going in - 
to Cornelius and hiscompany, ifthefe uncircumcifed Pro- 
felytes of the Gate had been reputed Church- members a- 
mong the Jews. Next you grant, Tbe Tews indeed bad that 
priviledge to bave their childrenreckoned in the outward admini- 
Prration, branches of the Olive by their birth, which the Gentiles 
bave net. But if we Gentiles have it not, then are hot wee © 
I pray you, ftraitned in that particular? And I demand fur- 
_ ther, when we are graffed in, and ‘fo naturalized with them, 
es | doe we not'partake of all the fatneffle or priviledges of the 
: Olive with them? wh at Scripture ever denyed it? 1 demand 
yet further, did the many ten thoufands of Jews who were 
ized in the Apoftles dayes, by cheir comming under this 
beit adminiftration of the Covenant, and thereby kept 
_ their former growing in the Olive wich advantage ;: did 
they thereby'deprive their Children of that which you 
fay was their natural! priviledge? if you thinke fo, pro- 
duce your evidence to proveit ; if they were not,: then it 
feemes the Jewes who beleeved in Chrift, and kept their 
ftation, hada greater priviledge for their children, then 
the Gentiles who grow together with them, have for their 


out of the Scripture, where our 


priviledzes ander the Gofpel are cut fort in any of thefe things,and — 
Fightie 


Beireg lod fi im parteculay ‘for in barid,, concerning our Infants 
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dren of all Cotenanters were within the (Covenant, and she fedle 
belonged to thems’ and by verte of She) Covensat '( 
is fill the awit ; ‘let amy when 
and where thisevas taken amay, You antwer, 
ble to require this at your bands,to what you doe avowc: 
gue not about to of beletvers vat of We Gore- 
Grace; and you fee rio Caufeto me: who affirme 
that.once they were within the Covenant, reply, butdoe 
Thatihe Infants of ‘the ot 
liar privild ge, and birtberight tobe under the adminiftration of 

the Covensnt which ours bave wot’, which ‘you ‘know ‘is 
the onel y thing controverted beewixt us may boldly 
fay, That oncethe Infants of all Coverianters had this pri- 
viledge? may I not alfo exaé& of you to thew ‘when and 
bout to expunge them out of the book 
nge them out of 
ews Infants had it, and ou 
Laftly, I added,whe ever will zoe them of it, 
to cut off {uch a great part of the comfort 
muft prodece clear teftimonies can believers to 
part with extbir of thera, either right tothe 
feate of theCovenant becanfe next'to rhe: God the 
-falvarion of their atone their Infants the Covr- 
‘nant ote of the greateft benef rhelcevershave from: theCove - 
of grace, vento bave their (bildren belimg 10 Gods family 

| notte the Divills, Cbilditm 


Ourcnhii- . 
‘their Parents; the dren Iclt onrof 
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hory; pretend point of 
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en words wahantrcign you could and would 
ef$, and {coffed at them fuffici- 
exceptions which J brief. 


he Jewschildren were in while they 
wee.account them fatally belon 
the vifible kingdom of Chri, you attually to belong 
the vifible kingdom of the Devil; wee leave them under ~ 


promis Iwill be the God of thee and of thy 


feeds, enomorepromile forthem, then for 


:. it may be thefe. things are of no ac- 
_eount to you bk doo they will bee with your | 


shemaiste and onely.( made 
Sef, 12. Ant, is whole Argument, which is this, T bere i no com- 
toche maine. ffe inf sflitation, or cleare example in. all she New Te- 
and in adminiftration of Sa- 
order of Chriff, and noo- 

maine Objection, and 


ant , that 
whole cane depended thee 

will foew vertuall commands from. 


awale- 

the. ls and Traditions Kerf 
| 


incest 


-Lonly{pok 
ently; you! 
Pepi if 1 might be guefs’d to [ymbo'i xe witb that Opi 
Papifis, whejudge all unbaptized infants to perip; 
worth the anfwering.. Then you demand 
weegive Parents, which the Antipedobaptift; 
as well a we; or what difcomforts in truth dee 
which we doe not? I anfwer, the difference is 


proved frow Scripture, 
maftyecld up my weapons, Sure yc are: 
to get forne advantage, you ff 7 
I have had uch {ufficient.experience of your ftrength, that 
_ Fieft, for che poing.of -Will-worthip, 
prove this Tht all shings 
worpip,cUcn in the eircumftances of it, eventbe ages and fixes 
of the Perfons to whom the Ordinances are to bee applyed, muftbes 
exprefy fet down in ibe new T eftamens; if you prove not this, 
ou fay nothing to the purpofe, for this isourvery cafe, 
ave already fhewed the falienefle of it, in the point of che ; 
Chriftians Sabbath; for hough the Ceremoniall Worthip, 
which was atype ot Chrilt, be wholly abolifhed, yet note- 
very thing which concerusall Worthip which mutt havean | 
inftitution, isabolifhed. And for cheplea which the Bi- 
fhops and o¢hers may pretend from the analugy of the Ce- | 
remoniall Law; when you fhew how they will raife their : 
Arguments( which pofhbly you have more skill and 
ence to doe then I have) as plainly as-I doe for iniiteber- . 
tifme, you may poflibly prevaile with the Rieader in: their _ 
uity for relacys Ouy yes, Surplice » beleeve 
be a Reading to be greater,then I can yet be pertwaded of, . 
that you have {een fome fuch Monuments of Antiquity, : 
which, the Prelaticall Party could never yet light upon... 
But proceed wita.you-l firlt granted, 7st there sma 
[ylabicall command for baptizing of Infants, no exprefje example 
where Children were baptized. Sure (fayyou)ehn foremd 
figne that 1 like to make good mygroundybaving 
thus much... And why{o | pray? your verynext words leave 
me ground when you fay, 7 bas éf it bee made 
by good cunfequence, it is fuffcient: Whatnecd was there 
of this idle {coffe?:. Ladded, A4.suy orber points of bigh com 
cernment, arenor exprefly laid dowa in she New Teflanum, 
forbidden 4 A of marriage, Laws againft Polygamy, the Law 
weekly abbsth, Xouanlwer, In meere pofitive Wore 
ip, it be fo, tt muft have eisber Precept or Apefolical tx~' 


196° 


fy you tafe 


eftament, 
cleared Pare As tor the-for 


ZT eflament, viz. the incefie~ 
owe: Corimbians cafe, and that isfay you,s finne mon 
r4ll commandemem ; but you- at fach‘a. 
fathers wifey 
nature was abborréd- among the 

s Lawes he like fay againft- P:lygsmy 

inproateagainff it, Mattb, 19. this an exe 
of it? muft you not bee Hed) to’ 


tobring it in, which is all T contend 


the Sabbath you referre your Reader toSe.8.Part 
allomottwilling ly fend him, and leave it to 
impart ndigemene whether the advantage lie not 

there no exprelle command 
Beleevers, when they are prowne, that they {oould be 
infirudied and bs expreffe Command where 
warn received. the Lords Supper, good confeq 


kage or cpr bes fy 


expreffe: niention womens recetying the 
mfelfe; t Cor. 11, 8.’ where the 


Greeke-werd. comprebends fexes, but doth that Greeke 
‘word, whereever inienfed;fignifie both fexes? you wil] not 
lay Iidaliver to yox mbet I received from the Lord, 
Vert; 23. shat fay you, is-.commandte the whole Church, which 
; ‘wrangle with you, mighthee not in your _ 


enpre fe: command Lelfe alfo grant, that 
regenerate 


to jaftifiechat Infants of beleevers. are 
truely as 
further, theywho. are vilible Covenanters are: to 
the vifible figne, Erge; Infants: ( who. have beew! ‘at: large 
proved to: bee wiftble Covenanters) are to receive | Raptifm: 
which isthe viftble figne of ir:'thefe things arefully cleas: 
red already,' it is a ‘there is as cleare a: command: 
for Baptifmte tobe the initiall feale under this admiiniftra~. 
tion, as everthere was for Circumcifion: under thatadmiai+. 
{trations and as evidence that:our children are: to‘be: 
reckoned to: ant,as there was for theirs;.' and no. 
ion in the word put:in:again{t them. Is:not here 
then good confequence,that therefore they are to have the: 
Seale adminiftred to them? fuppofe when Paul.faidi seria: 
man examine bimfelfe,and fo let bimeate, thar there had been: 
no women there then tlem,would: nor this com-- 
by confequence have reached women aswell as‘men?’ 
ifthis qualification was found in them¢hat they could have’ 
examinedthemfelves, muf the command: rily 
preffe all fexes, or conditions; or elfe notreacli them? 


? 


vifeble 


thefe things 1 mention, as ell thele: 

which your felfeinfift apon. I good comfequinee 3 
have jefficient command: and example for InfammBaptifine command: 
whick wer, thould have {aid jeere;, fetch: facb of Circumei- 


that yeu. imagine my. cttemps will prove but a 


w fhould poffefie Reader: with prejudice,’ #f you’ 
now.and 
ler’stry the particulars, my firft was, Abrabem whe received 


the Coven 


becaufe what-cencerned ghe {ubftance’ of the ‘Covertant is 


‘Infants are inviible difCiples:'i adde’ 


on reacheth 
from the AM untaines travel; 1 perceive you know by analogy. . 


en interline a confident {cofie, bute 


bid 2 commandto bis children with 
all feale, becamfebis children were in wiih Now 


Infant-Bapti{me proved. from Scripture. 597 

regenerate Infants may be called: difcipless 

beleevers by their birth privi havea right to bee eftee- 

med wiftble Diflcinles. shez po 

confequence they 
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i 


Chanier de Sa- 
cramentis, Vet, 
Tflacep.t, 


proved from Scripture. 
alwayesthie fame; and what: concerned them then who were. 
in Covenantas they were Covenanters,the fame concernes us 
equally withthem as we ‘are Covenanters, what concerned: 
thenvinreference onely to their adminiltration was pecu- 
liar to themfelves, as that which concernesithe manner of. 


outadminiftration is peculiar to us; it thence follows that. 
- the fameconimand which was laidupon them in their ad- 


miniftration in all thofe things which properly related to. 
thefubitance or fpirituall thing intended in that admini- 
{tration, by ajuft amalogie and proportion, binds us as well. 
asthem, I faid, this: our Divines msintaine againft the P apifis,. 
that Gods commands and inftitutions the Sacraments of. 
the Fees bind us at much as they did them in all things which 
thé [ubftance of the Covenant, and mere not 
to shemsmy meaning being plainly this, that all Gods Com-, 
as i nature of being Sacraments and 
feales of the Covenant, and as‘touching their ufe and end, 
doe bind us: in our: Sacraments, bécaufe in thefe they are; . 
the. fame.....To:fpeake yet more plainely, if I can, there 
anein theSacraments thefe two things to bee diftinguifhed, 
thegenérall naturesend,and ufe of a Sacrament to feale the 
Covenant of God by forme fenfible fignes:.and fecondly, 


thegmanner of | of thefe fignes, as they re- 


ferreto Chrilt to beexhibited, or to Chrift already exhi-, 
bited.The firlt concernes remip(am,the felf, which |, 
called inmy SeemontheSubftance;the other: concernes 
pecoliar way Or.mannet of doing it in reference toChritt 
not yet comeotagChrilt alreedy comesthat in my Sanion I cal-. 
Jed Accidentall;now when fay thiatGodsconimands about 
their Sacr incl uss: my meaning never wasto aflest,. 
chat the doe remvainte in the 
things, ‘but onelythat,there is a generall.and analogical! 
nature, .whereiaithe Sacraments of the Old and New Te 
lament doe.agrees, and.that ‘in thefe:things, our Divines — 
to Sacraments; thus 
docextconvenire Sacraments vetera cota novi 


r 
© 

4 

he 

> 
4 


Infant proved from Scripture. 
in capitibus que funt. de Sacramenti nalyra; Pro- 
teftants doe teach that the Sacraments of the Old Teftament doe 
are with the Sacraments ofthe New in all things which concerne 


the nature sf a Sacrament, and yet faith he, our very Jenfes teach 
gus that the externall rites of their Se Sacraments doe differ from ours, 


Bellar, 


So Amefins, qeecnque de Circumeifione dieuntur & fpeChant EnervsdeSa-. 


and you know multimndes of our Divines {peake to the 
fame purpofe theit Sacraments, were Seales of the Cove- 
nants,(o are ours, their Sacraments had a Divine inftituti- 
on, fo have ours, their Sacraments were not empty Sacra- 
- ments no more areours, the grace accompanying their Sa- 


craments was not included in their Sacraments, ( tanqkam 


contentum in centimente) nor in ours, their Sacraments were 


to bee adminiftred onely to them. who were ape 


bee in Covenant, fo are ours; they hack 

which moft immediatly and properly, was a anding Sa- Sa- 
crament for admiffion,into the vifible Church, {0 have 
wee, now in thele. things doe out Diyines ule to argue by 
analogy and. proportion from: their Sacraments to ours: 
this was that which I intended in’ my Sernion,. namely, 
That, looke what dutie rigt were tyed to. by their. Sacra- 
graces they were bound ta belecye to bee ffaled unto them 
in their Sacraments, the fame ate we tied to beléeve inourss 


thefethings concerneus as much as they did: thems, 


‘thofe ghings which ‘were the accidental, or Gf you 
thar expreffion) which concerne onely the ritual part 


their Sacraments,. thefe doe no wayes obligeus ; Rites.and 
‘Ceremonies; which were to them, are ocaled, 


ations, comforts Ratenctis which th 
-us under, our a en.t ayes, 
and drank the fame Interpreters, gene- 
-allydoe; agree, hat by be are and.the 


“fame 


naturam quam babet in communi Cum ©7ément,in 
iquis S acramentm, ila applicantur ad omnia Sacramenta, 
addes immediatly, ratie Bmandieft talis in circumcifione: 


a 

~ 


‘$0 


‘ter ofthe Rock 


plained, 


donisit: 


proved from 


drittke is meant the fame with eurs: So Calvin, 
eza, Ch ahd who not, becaufe fay they, Eadem fais 
eterum Sacramentorym noftroram Their Sa 
“craments and ours were thefamein fiibtiance, yet no man 
‘is fo ablurd, as to thinke thateither the Manna or the wa- 
mdine ‘to tis: fuch an analogical] 
“Arguinentas this the Apoltle himGHe ufts, Epbe6 
* ftom the fifth Comimandement which in the Jewes time was 
‘ backe'with a p “proniife of liping long in the Land 
‘whi-h the Lord their God would give them 5 and beleevers now 
‘have‘no proniife of living in the land of Canaan, yet Paul 
ithere prefles a promifé the general] {cops of that 
Honvar thy father and niorber, which is the firft Con- 
mandement with promife, that it whey be well with ther, and 
thine mayft live lang’én the earth 2 1 indeavour the more fally 
toexpreffe my fenfe ih Part ‘particular, becayfe after your» 
effe,and abfurd, ‘ahd then ‘éome to 
of your owrie ‘making, and cannot bee ts to 
‘be mine, ‘Now I proteedto fee what you fay againit this 
Argiiment ; Pick, fay you, it ie ‘wo wnidiniable argument that 
al ProtePanti nor did T lay 
weight’ of this upon ‘thei “Humber ‘or but 


intimated,” that itis Obvious and “if you take 


“away the ftrengeh ofthe ‘Argument, ‘I fhall not legne’upon 
ten.” Secondly, you confentno¢ to this, ‘that there were 


that they'bad a m I 
“whether this Is nothin the 


hand, “Mr. Cudworth deriies of 
‘as PeafSnin the! fewes Satfanients 
td ours; Which’ fet. downe; 


acknowledges thé Lords ’S 


fome | 


| 
. 


proved 
Jome things in the Tewifh Sacraments to bee fubjtaniiall fom 
things to bee accidental, that the atcidemealls I Wave 
lifbed, the to remaine, tbat I but little skill in 
Logick in oppo 
I would makg fome'things commandedby God in the 
craments accidental, and not tu bee of the fame weight or oblig.sti- 


om w otber things which are fubftantiall; and finally you bring 


no leffe then ten Arguments to that all the Temes Ceremonies, 
Rites and Sacraments, are all abrogated, fubfiance and circum- 
france, whole and part, In all your ten Arguments F fully 
concurre with you, and in thaeconclufion which you con- 
face by thofe ig RE I never underftood by the fub- 
ftance of their Sacraments, the fenfible' fignes ufed in the 
Sacraments, but rem Sacramenti, the {pirituall part of the 
Sacrament, or theresfignats; and my Argument was never 
intended to bee any other then that analogicall Arguthent 
which is above fet downe, and none of your i ime 
meddle with, You proceed to thofe particular initances I 

ve,in which you might have knowne the theaning Of my 
Argument you had pleafed,and {pared fighti with your 
ents. “Fhe firlt, is 


fhadow by your ten Argum 
cumcifion calleda Seale of the Covenant, thenct out Divines 


plead, eur Sacraments are Scales of the Covenant. To this you 


‘know notwhereCirenmcifien called the Seale 


except, firft, you knom 
of the Covenant, thongh yon acknowledge it x called the'figne of 
the Covenant in one place, and both the fegné und feale of the righ= 
teomfneffe of faith in another places truely Sir: thonghtthat 
the comparing of thefe two Scriptures together, Had been 
fufficient to fhew that Ci ifion was a enh Pagan Se- 
condly, you except, though Circumscifion bee called fo, yet. shat 
nt to call Sacrements fo, though you sre willing 
they foould bee called fo, and you fay ovr Sacraments are Seales 


of the Covenant. I reply, 

¢, and prove if you can that our Sacraments are, 
Sales ‘eur Sactaments are neither called fignes nor feales 
iri the New Teftamenit, alf 


~ 


mg tbe fubftance of an AG, and the Mecitlents of 


lay afide but this. analogical Are 


tg 


; 


piftred upon the eight day anely, was gx. accidental. thing, and 


proved frére Scriptures 


to‘proveit, if you lay, afide this Argument, Circsmcifion 


wat @ Seale, therefore onr Sacraments are Scales, ours agree 
ing with their in the generall mature’ of a Sac:ament? 


in 


Next I faid, Circumcifion might bee adwinifired-but once,. it be 


ing ff jadsmiffion ; sherefore being alfo the Seak 
of 


iffion may, bee adminifired but onee you anfwer, denying 
both antecedent and confequent, you know nothing,gou fay, but that 
beth Circumcifion , and Baptifme might bee adminifired more 
then onct, which Lhope I have fufficiently confuted in an- 
‘fwer to Se&4.Part.2. And fecondly, fay you,bad there 
been 2 command to circumcife but once, it would not follow. that 
therefore a perfon may bee baptized but ance; but when this is 
proved that Baptifme fuceeeds Circumcifion to bee the ini- 
tiallSeale, which your felfecannotdeny, it mult then fol- 
low, thatamannmybee baptized but once, no more,then 
hee may be \circumciléd, but once, becaufe where;there.is 
the fame reafon of a command or practife, there mutt-bee 
the fame pra&tife, Ladded, Circumeifion wast0 be admi- 


refore binds met, macaning that,it had fome peculiar rela- 
tion ‘to, that ; manner adminiftration, and.,,had . no- 
thing common either to. the nature of a Sacrament in gene- 
endand ufe\of that Sacrament as ait was the 
of .admiffion; anfwer, reafon may 
roft, theress more. reafom. shat Circumcifing on eighth day 

wuld rarleer belomg te.the fubftance of tbe Covenant, shen but 
ones circumicifing, bath becanfe it wa comm ended by God, and 
fomeconceive, Clrifts refurrettion on the eighth day, 
reply,it you leafe but once to. by, the 
fubftance} underitand the, res fignata, the Spiritual. part,of 
the Sacrament, you willno longer infift upon making cye~ 
ry thing a fubitantiall part. of the Sacraments which ‘God 
hath made a part of the outward) adminiftration. onely ;_ 
Indeed if Circumcifmg uponthe’eighth day bad had any 
Apirituall. meaning of Chrifts spon) the 
day you had 4 


¢ fomething tothe rales byt 
leaded ‘any fu 


¥pe, in, that, Cixcymciion — 
to rile the firft day of the -weeke, you would have laught 


at 


. 

” 


Infanti Bapwi proved frons Scripture, 
at me though Cyprian. Hadi joynied with mee}»and: told: mee 
as you doe here, menneonceitsare vaine without the light of the 
word, fromthe: which be- 
ing yearelyto bee repeated binds uste a repetition of the Sacrament 
of the Lords'§ upper, which {noceeds the Paffeover,, it being the Sa- 
crament of {pivitaall mourifoment and growth, the otber. xvas. for 
birth and-enter ances. but that ihe, Paffeover: war to be eaten’ in ag 
evtning, \‘andupen one fet evening in the yeer, wat accidental and 
fobinds nrus.\Y ou anfwer, bere are a bedpe of dittates; and 
the contrary, you grant thatthe. 
Paffeover was to bee yearely repeated, but that this: yeerly 
Repetition belonged :to the fubftance of tre Covenant, :or 
-thatthis bindsus to a frequentufe of the Sacramenvof the 
Lords fupper,you utterly deny, but I: doubt:not>:that ‘the 
Reader who knowes that by belonging to! the fubftance of 
the Covenant I meant nothing but the endand ule of ic, 
to bee.a ftanding memoriall of that’ deliverance; and«aty- 
reprefentation of Jefus Chrift, and our.deliverance 
by him will not reje&'this; becaufe you magitterially deny 
it, That our Lords Supper comes in the roome:and ftead 
of it, there is fach &cleare demonftration of it, front the 
very manner of che firt Inftitution, and the yends and. ufes 
of it;:Chrif. out. Pafleover: being then to bee facrificed for 
uSy ahd wee ‘in this: fervice it forshi; in this 

_confent}, that intend 


fini dsjof the yer the: Lords 
| whole fervitey by the 

received 


403. 

not to leadsthe Reader -into a digreflion about’ it: As for | 
the maintaining of Eafter and. {uch {upésftitious cxftomes, 
myididcour as one bine for ms yea'in my 
Sermon Lexpreffely thewed,. thatwGircamftance of 
once a‘ to thé Jewes adminiltration. 
a frequency it,but becaufe you love'to 

Knit Knots. others:to -untie demand, fice 

primitive Churces,i vebetber. tied 


Infant-Bagti{me proved from Scripture, 
though I conecive no abfolute tie to have.ie fo, yer when it 
wi cho no why it may 
not ot you one oF your | 
Churches, whether you bee not further engaged in this 
int to. a Sacrament every Lords day, I leave to your 
to confider. Youdemand further, fince she Apoftle does 
fo exprefly, and difhinttly im bie relation of the Inftitution menti- 
onthe tame of it, you would know of the Affembly of Divines, efpe- 
cially futh of them, # bave beene carneft for fitting at the Se 


srament, bow wee can be leoft to recvive it at enether time an- 
{wer, certainly the Aff | an{wer you, as C 
did inthe like cafe, that the time was an occafionall cir 


cumstances and that the clecre examples recorded in the 
New Teftament of the Ditciples of the Lords 
appér.at any.of their Church-mectings, whether by night 
day, abundantly manifeft it: norcan I conceive 
fiembly unlefie it be to 
difpute about farting at 

you ftill like knecling oa 


fo'you pick quar 
init your owne. principles, or if you 
inding circumftance, whence comes it that you 
ule i¢ not? You have yet another quarrel! aboutthat expref> 
fion of mine, incaliing Baptifime.the feale of our entrance and 

new #irth, anc thence you would 4 
bea Sacrament of out wexri 


never ipake, ; bueas:for my being 
ines allertion, aflertions were no 


| 
you tell methat’sbuta dictate like ihe refi, and shin 
: toBollarmine and the reftof the Papifts, who make the efficacy 
life, ne T anlwer 
Saccamencof our Birch and. ‘efisrance I have 
9 you felfe grant... not fe its 


Infans-Bapti fon proved from Scriptare, 
My. next Inftance was.from our Chriftian. Sabbath she The fame Ar- 
fourth Commandemens binds wa for the [ubftawc?, as gument which 
is bound the Femss there God ‘ence for all feparated one day of good by 
feven tobe facred w bimfelfe, ond al the world bound by 
‘veriue of that Commandment in all ages, te give unte Ged shat 
one day of feven, which fhould be of br omne choo fing for Infant- 
the feventh day of the week benamed inthe fourth Com- Baptifme. 
mandement. Now (faid]). God put an to the 
Saturday Sabbath, and furregated the firft day of the weeke in 
ther cof, ta be the Lords day, we need no Cemmandemeent 
for keeping of the Lords day, being tyed by the fourth Commande- 
ment to keep of fevenwhich the Lord cheofe: And. 
though no day bee mentioned in che fourth Command- 
ment, but onely the feventh from. the Creation; yetourDi- 
vines think it no abfurdisy to reafon thus, Thou thals.keepe 
the Sabbath, thou fhalereft the feventh day, that is , thon 
fhalt reft the feventh day from the Creation, while the Lord 
_ cOntinues that day to be his Sabbath, and thou fhaltireft the 
firft day of the week, whemthe Lord choofes:that to be his 
Sabbath; in like manner I fay of the Sacrament of Bap- 
tifme. To this you anfwer, Tom referre your felfe to what yor 
have before declared, Part 2. Seét. 8 And thither alfod referre 
the Reader, where I bave vindicated this enfiver from you. 1 
farther adde, you neither therenor here deny this Argu- 
be fafficientfor pratctife 


yt never 


but betaufe the 


of age, this 

‘ 

OW 


things inthe Worthip of God, which are not exprelly Tai | 
downe in the New T eftament, tore 

get the marke at which I feet, the S or Lords day bee 
img not to be reckoned among tbe Tews Sacraments. Lreply; ft if 
I might as well reckon the feventh day from the Creation, ub: 
among the Jews Sacraments, as you may fay the Jewes had Z 
as many Sacraments as Ceremonies. —— 
numbredthe Sabbath amongft Sacraments, 

Sabbath bel ongs to the inftinused of God;:as well 

as cleare as this nfane Baptilme, w 


AT 


| 
~dgé 190-161 
2 


God 


Mark 'Rcaderhdw heavie a'one itis. 


of: 
$Svftand-charged with as well as: Abrabam, to to 
withall‘our heart, to-walke before God 
effe; tointru& and bring up'our 


ok che Je 


God com- 


and: 


ph 

4 

{ 
ay 
ret 
a 


ofthe Covenantenjoyiis visto feal ours with the Rale‘of 
theGov 


proven Ser} 


enantiand that command-of God which exprefly 


which was¢he Sacrament in force: prevempure; for 
the.tinse, doth verthally bind us to-feale ours. with ‘the 
Gen of Baptifime, which is thie: Sacrament now ih force) 
‘and the room of the other by his ewne ap- 
poinements; Xour.anfwer bie Confequence inferred from The ref of 


a Gudaining principles’ either: princi Godscom- 
Conclufion 


nds toAbra- 
you havebromght. Arguments feach Us, 
againftit’; ‘and thas the meaning of the Concla~ 
ae cipenmeifed at the eighth day y that by 20 of 
kin the eighth 


Dimmer: 
of yourmortall blow lyes‘in thile| diac your 
ipley ‘you: 


fe 

Kou 

berwixtthis 


chat, eff 


2 
ten £0 prove titat Ceremonies & 
tan | Tithe whole KPpar | 
of Cirdiitticifion to 
4 


——— 


Infant-Baptifece proved from Scripture, 
Covenant: ifitbe a good confequent, That becawfe A- 
stitesions which were then in becaufe their children bad 
right t0 be fe trained up , we ate bound to traime up our 
children im eonfermity ta the prejent inflisutions becaufé our 
children bave right to be fo trained up; is not this other conte: 
quence I fay as good, T bat because God commended Abraham 
10 adminifter to bes children, the feale of admiffion into Covenant , 
becaufe bis children were te be accounted to belong te that admini- 
firation, we are te doe the like to our children now, becaufe they be- 
long to thes adminiffration. \ {ay further, becaufe Abrabam and 
the Jews were to traine up their children to celebrate the {e- 
venth day of the week to be Gods Sabbath, we therefore are 
bound by vertue of that Commandment to traine up ours 

confequence grant to ) i 

part of infizaated Worthip, and no exprefle command or 
of it in the new Teftatnent. I eto al Divini- 


y & Logick, whether this confequence the command — 
to: Ba ifme be not every way as ftron3 & 
clear, As for your ten Arg toprove the abolition of 


the Jewmith Sacraments & ceremonies, they are al agreed to, 
& are breughs nothing tehe in hand.! have alrea- | 
(hewed that thisargumentfrom the Analogie betweene 
zincumcifion and Baptifme, and the reafon,'é¢nd, and ufe 
of them both ftands ftill in force, Cireunicifion it 
Wi Ww to De as > Circum- 
Ergo, by let Chriftians: baptize their chldren,who 
have the fame tight to the imitiall feale; asthis, ye Teves hecpe 
ehbath on the feventh'or laft day of the weeke, Etgo, 
Chriftians. keep the Sabb ath omthe firft of the weeke. 


confeg which 
us uences you n Me, Oo art 
Peter, Ergo, Popeis Manarch of tke anfwer 

onely this, I thalk defire you in your next, to deal with your 
Adyerlary by folid Arguments, rather then feck to render 


268 
jeeres' and feofles, lefRin theend youmeet 
ob 


Infant-Bapri fine proved from Scripture. 209 
with fome adverfary: who may dreflé youn Youle own kind, 
T have'no niitide todoe ;) whether Ihave not made 
good this command-of Ciréamcifing ba 
tizing of Infants, by good'confequence;Lleave the Re 
to. judge; and proceed your 
Another command by good confeq' ence U gathered outiof ¢ 
Mat,28 compared with Mar.16.15, Gal.3.89. Rom.1.16,17. ‘A 
where our Saviour bids bis Difciples goe andtedeb all Naions, command for 


-haptiming them, VPberein I obferved ‘twa: \shings; Firik, Infanc Bap- 


what they were to due;\viz. to teach the whole Codenant, .wheC@pe- tifme by con- 

want made with Abraham, whereof this was omalbraheby iT will 

tosdminifter Baprifme as afeale of the Covenant’, to. all:. who 

the Covenant. Secondly, wee bave the per fons to 

they were 20 doe this, all Nations; wherem before the Chisrch wie 

ted toone Nation, ome Nation onely were diftiples;xow their Com- 

miffionwas extended to make all Nations Drfeipies, every Na- 

tien which flould receive the faith, foonid be to bim: now the 

peculiar Nation of the Tews bad been in times paft, nom we kaow 

when that one Nation of the Tews were made Difetples , cire 

cumcifed, their Children were made Dijciples (msade'to te 

Gadi {cbool and circamcifed 9 

Firft, that promife, I will bethe God of shee smd thy feeds that it 

foontd be thus interpreted, the feed of beleevers art taken into Cox 

cenant with their Parents, is new Gofpe!; no older them Zevinglin 

mw. But have fufficiently proved thatthis was goodGof, 

pel in the Apoftlesdaves, and in the timts of the Fathers 

of the PrimitiveChurth.' Secondly, coricerning the per 

fons who wereto be baptized, every Nation, on all Nati 

tions: to this, becauleic is like to trouble you | you ‘bring 

forth your old attifice of: framing ‘many, fenfes whee 
every Nation, be meant Leleevers of every Natsonsthen 


Precintiwof P arifoy 


| 
you grant the 2 £006 or, whether Dj Nation £ me ar 
agreat or eminent part of the Nation, thecGovernowrs,\ and 
out, and talke | 


which ft 


of the Jews ; than whereasthe :Apofiles 


cy 


~*~ 


Jafant- Bapsifons proved from Scripture, 
Oprians avd talke afnece/: 
and:boing. ia thin 


to the purpole, and enquire whethe; 
‘Ww 
or [them] referre to or Diferples, in thofe 


pie our Saviour, then you vent your Criticifmes a- 


that fignifies to teach cum effeln,. or teach 
refult [ these ‘opr of 


Nations refpective > Difciples of Nations, 
but not ty 


whebe Difciples 


uy of them till. .sbey 
thefe thin mean 
hy Nations neither meane the major 
Nation, nor reprefentative body of a Nation, n ioe 
of a Nation; one Nation of the 
were Gods people in Covenant, now other Nations 


in and wheteas beforetheir Com- 


and baptize was reltridtive, Gov: mot to the 
amaritans, noW he enlarges their Gommiflion to 


Nations and wherever their Miniftery fhould bee fo 
bleffedas to have any Nation aceepe the Golpel,they fhould 
to that do 


shind with Egypt and Afiyria, even a blefing 


bands, and “Hervisthe 


dhe into Covenians a8 well 
as Hrael Gods inherxanec,and now Abrabam indeed became 


the Father of many Nations ; fo that.che of this 
Text isin the word [ Aetiens, }in opposition to she Ns- 
Apoitles thought they 
were never to. go tothofe vile nakions Who Were efteemed as 
Doman Sin our Lord shem; That now hee 


the partition wall, and that the reft of rhe 
broughe-tithin the werge.of hisC burch, 


. 


24 
explained. 
7 


Infant Bapsifone proved from 
Nations fhould thus orn: and profefing the 
come underhis wing the fame benef 


You except except many things: Firft, 
there may. bee a rule 


a beleeving And to prove this ¢mitior,. 

dee ‘om their 


thers witbie miemory,or beyond 
birtle,tven the of wnat) Be Bap 


qriv ihedge by faith; ‘whith hatly been before 


“Tantwer to alithisina word or cwosthere is a Known rtife, 


viz. when a wihrole Nation contifts of vifiblé Profeflors that 
Nation is co’ the 


ry 
proveape rates. OF De i lave ener Gil 
ate cut off. ( whether the 
Tafanes of fo adopeec 
into their Families, may be initiated into Chriftianiey by 
Baptifirie, whether updn the p ra 
wy ie » 4 ; 
Ee 2 I 


What it is to 
make difciples, 


‘Sir, fince itis 


haw could our. Saviours, meaning 


proved from 
N stion of Fares were made Dj 
ole their Infants Difciples 
.Gods..Schoole and circumcifed with them, wi-en tbat 
Notion wu made Difciplesin Abrahams. loynes., and circumci- 
eds their feed was.alfo the fame when sbey were taken oxt of Ezypt, 
atkyally made Difciples, their chi'dren mere alfo. with them, 


You anhwer, Firth, this fuppofeth that Christ bid them baptize all 
Nations after the wtéuuer that the Tews did circumci(e one N stion, 
Secopdly, tbat the Nation of the Lens were 


ekpere Chrifts meaning well enon 
and then tebaptizes and that allu- 
Mr. Blake conceives. Bur 

apparent that here is no commiflion for any 
new. Meth od.in their work, bat. onely an: 


th commifiion to apply new: 


ytes, 


initial feale with their parents;: pea, 
an chet their, infants were baptized, 


was notthen 
and when taleen: int6 the honour of be- 


notome. word:in the Scripture of 


Alon o; she 
3 thé pat 


om being applyed to 


on tohande;;: A wlor s.r 


3h 


4 


tis belt. pin 
admit 


Infant-Bapti{me proved from Scripture. 313: 
admis my. is a familiar manner‘ of 
fpecch among them for to admit Scholars, and 35 nvy 
to get or retaine a Mafter; now this admiflion of Scholars 
- Was not quia erant dolti,fed, ut ¢ffent ; and there is this diffe- 
rence with them about this matter, that is: 
toadmit Scholars to betaught, and or Wry is to: 
breed Scholars,or to make them learned. And if you pleafe 
co confult the Learned Spanbemius, in his Dubia Evangelica, 
** upon this very place, wherein he vindicates it from the 
‘© Anabaprifs, hewill tell you that 7% fignifies. 
notonely to eachs: butto make difciples; which (faith 
he.in this place )isdone by baptizing and teaching;there- 
fore(faith he)che fending forth ofdifciples in this place,is: 
thewed or laid down, Firft,from the end of their fend- 
‘ing. Secondly, fromthe feverall a&s they areto doeto 
to attainethisend.; Theendof their fending is 7 
revesr, to make Difciples; the a&tions whereby they are 
attainethis end, arebaptizing and teaching: and he: 


gives good for this his Analyfis , becaufe it 
fhould fimply fignifie onely to teach, there: 


would be found atautologic ini Chrifts words, thus;Go. 

seach all Nations, baptizing them, teachingthem. The 
“ fenfe therefore (faith he) of Chrilts words, is this, Goe 
“¢ ye, make di(ciples to me out of all Nations by baptizing 

‘and teaching this making dijesples, fue mudo-infan- 


sibweetiam apteri poterat quantle enim For 
3 whea:parents dot givetheir nameso: Jhrift for. them-" 


{elves and their families, their whole houfe is 
“ their children aswell asthemfelves. Bythistime I hope 


ifcip) among the: cws, was 
firkt caught, then initiated into -a Mafter, 


oall was baptized into Mofer, Cor.1 
him forthe future; {0 lofeph of Arimatbea, 
May in ‘himélfe, entred “himielfe: 
fehooles fo the man to the Phiarifees, 


Ee 3 will. 


b 
¢ 
4 
v 
| 
> 
¥ 
7a 


a. 


new debating. I added, 


groved from Scripture, 
will -ye beehis Ditiples, wilbye profefighim, wlit ye bes 


initiated: into him? the’ very fir day tinted 
themifelves to learn, they were called Di OF 
you fay, ifthe Apaftles bad. anderftood eur Savionti 


command thus ,{ Difciple ali nations baptizing them, chat is, ad- 
mit the Infants of all nations 10 baptijme,as the Fees did the 
male sof that ome nation to Circumci they might bave faved 
themfelves a great deale of labour of preaching before Baptifme,and 
of bupsizing females, and would bave left us fome prefidint of fich — 
xeplywhy the baptizing: of Infants of Belee- 

ving ould fpare‘any Preachers the paines of teach- 
ing growne men, who aréinfidells before they: are. conver- 
ted, doth wholly tranfcend my capacity,*becaule the Infants 
of Profelytes were to bee Circumcifed wich their Parents, — 
thereforethe Jewes might fpare the labour : of preaching to 

growne men they ‘circunicifed them; this is a moft 


_ wild confequence; or why the’ vertuall and analopicall ar- 


guing from circumcifion to baptifme, thould be brought as 
an Argument againft baptizing of women, hath as little 
reafon in its therebeingnow under the Gofpell, int refe- 
rence ta this Seale of admiflion, neither. male: nor: female, 

bof a prattife. whether by good confequence they 


pave divets' infiaricet ia Sermon you 
antwer, the Lord plainely givena caution in Scripture for 


in every mation. tk a 
artof that uation, and are alwayet ander every 
by: what rulethen you baptize an Infant: ‘knowne to 
Peg, com do ordhiary rales 


proved frem Scripture. 
are Dilciples, therefore t bee baptized; I anfwer,the 
Tntanes of beleevers idle Diplo vihbly belong 
to thekingdome, family, {choole of Chrift, as I have abun- 
dantly cee already ; any manifeftation of Gods that 
perfons belong to his Govendne is to your felfe a fufficient 
ground of accounting them fuch, either a promife,or pow- 


ring out the extraordinary gifts of theholyGhoft,(though _ 


they are no infallible fignes of inward fanéification) or 
confeffion of faith or of repentance, are warrant fafhicient 
for us to baptize 
Ving parents to bee the God of them and of their feed, and 
his owning them as perfons belonging to his Church, is as 
_ Peall.a manifeftation of it as the other fignes of receiving 

extraordinary gifts, external] profeflion,&c. either are or 

eanbe. thes Fobns Bapti- 
zing fuch, and no other as made vifible profeffion, is exclufive 
toall others. anfwer,firkt, it isno where faid they baptized no 
others;fecondly,I deny that confequence,this is not an exclu- 
five rule, the praétife and example of Chrilt, and Feb is 
fafficient to make an affirmative or politive rule,shey baptized 
fach,tberefore wee may baptize fuch, but it’s not exclufive, that 


tizéd any profelytes of the gate,or that they 
you wntill they made aftuall confefion 
ance, or thatthere wasany rule given, that the 


iving the extraordinary gifts of the holy Ghoft 
raneto Baptize anys: yet Upon the. very 
of thofe gifts, without requiring any further on 
either of ith or repentance, baptized Cornelius: and all 
in oneword, any word. or a& of God de~ 


and 


fach and fuch belong to his vilible Church, is a 
warrant withoutany danget of wil-worthip, and 


ines of beleeving pa- 


them,: now the promife of God to belee- 


Bach 


rents, . 


ats 


heretore wee nkty baptize no other,and the realonis plaine, - 
they pofhbly mi he notmeet with all perfons and: occafio- 
ons, andio thelr praaife isa good rule, not a full rule; 
I {hall give one inftance, wee read not before thetenth of a 
at: that either Chrifts softles or the Bar ult bap 
this.wee have abundantly for the ina 
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Childvens bein 


of his owne appointment 


figne between him and *ehem, ‘th 


right ta.the admini 


Infant-Baptifme proved from Scripture. 
rents, have therefore here nothing to doe with a mix- 
ture. of wineand water, fale. and creame and {pittle, they 
ate impertinentto our butinefle; and you'bring them in 
to no purpofe; all your difcourfe of wil-worthip which 
syouthus often repeate, reaches not the point in hand in 
the leaft cittle ; the Sacrament of ‘Baptiline is an ordinance 
and \by appointment may 
bee applyed toll fuch as himfelfe-doth manifeft to bee in 
the number of thofe who belong to his vifible Church, - 


courfefoever himfelfe pleafes to‘ cake ‘to: maniteft it, - 


whiles wee keep within thefe bounds, wearetherein. out ot 
the danger of will-worthip. I added, i bebvoved the Lord to 
give them caution for the leaving out of Infants imtbis' new 
miniftrationy that they might know birmind if bee bad intended to 
teave them out, which that ever bee did in word or deed, cannot 
be found in the Scripture;tothis you anfwer,it bebsoved the Lord 
to give.a precept to put them én into new adminiftration if be 
intended to bave them in, which that ever be did you cannot find 5 
reply, bat I have abundantly: proved that chey.alwayes 
ar 


ight to bee accounted as belonging to his Church, to 
bee reputed vifible members, and therefore need no new 
putting in: if God once beltownpori'a people‘a: Sabbath 


upon whatday oftheweek foever he pleale 


to that 


£0 appoint it> the likeis to bee faid here, while the Lord will 


own any to be vifible ‘members of his Church; they have — 
firation;-bee: it new or old; -if they bee 
capable of it, ‘and no batre put‘inagainft chem by-bim- 
felfes That which followes in yourbooke, page 133. about 
4 in’ with their parents , dnd included 
wnleffe excepted, and of being under the former adminiftration, 
founder this, by paritie of reafonshath been abundantly 
{poke already. Tadded, owr Infants are capable of being Dir 
feiples m well asthe Infants of Fewes and Profelyters you grant 
or theirs, though they bee not capable of 
actual! initrud&tion from capable of 
owne teaching even in their ‘Infancy’as nach 


Bt 


th 
a 
> 
| 
‘ 
° 


in an: this. natin, 
vitlory, avd thatthe. Fact: 
of them. menti- 
‘to the purpofe, when 
to bee a Dilcip le ng to Chrifbis:all: ones. Laftly, tO. 
argued from thew that map. bee called ¢x plamed 
Difeiples, becanfe falfe vincicaed, 
bsve pur the poake of Ce called Difeiplet, and 
‘ealled Difeiples, and it apparent that they would have put: it 
of swell as. upon tbe, belecvers themfeloes, 
hey would bave impufd it after the msnner- of Mfofer 
preft that Law fiill to bee ite forces you anfwer; jou 
from this call Infants, Difcipler you 
that all are to bee\calied Difciplesuph 
whofe neckt have put that yoake, TowhichLanfrce, 
yon’ alledge why you | 
becanfe it not faid they pur it upon Di- 


Lam, an 


fit deny the 


ou will receive the fame law 
Chis ob faithand 


nnes of thofe whom they baptized, and when -Chrift.bid 


his Apoftles and Difcipl-s firft co teach, then: to baptize; 


I 
thall anfwer, itisnowhere faid,, they baptized osely fiuch,or 


fuch.. Secondly, you anfwer that thir 
falvation was not put,upon\ Infants, but upon brethren who were 


every one that was Circumafed 


tokeepe A4ofes Law; and certainely meant. 
that which falle teachers ed,even Circumcifion, 
after themanher. of Laltly,youmake your 
felte merry with Mr, Bloke, asit hee’ to Efa, 49422. 


-wereto baptize enely 


ary 
| ddect; 
is 
4 


a8 proved Sctiptere, 
had that Textn to the purpofe;, I. confefle 
Tam not thaw chat: Text isrcleare to the purpofe, 
but Lam. fully fatished ;that-you often make a noyle wich 
Texts lefle to.chepurpole, ‘in):bringing for re 
My next inftance alee place, 
Seft.14. whence I fhewedthé Children of; frich asobeleeve and. are 
2. 39. are taken into Covenant, and thert fore. hy geod cinfeguence 


holds forth. . so Stale vf the Covenants th. tat’ Text net 


formes that they are within the Covenant, but alfosbat a right 
ff being within the Covenant; Y our 
confequence. anfweris to this that you eve slready 
place, and chat it fo fefar for, which \I\ alledge 

is,pbat it-proves tbe vontrary ully. referre: the’ 

 SBxamples of sock or good confequence. Firft, 
Infant Baptilm fhewed that held 
trary {c that it'was not 


ftom fonordid lever fo alwayes or ‘conftanty 
either among or Chriftians; you the 


thing tthe Conary, Balled? 
carfe depend upon iv; Talledged many houfbolds who | 
were'ba and his houfheld, the flor | and 
his old, the houfholdiof of 
jot Nerci fie feverall others 30 allywhich you 
(Of the word the whole’ ithe 


yet nomentson of the sepele sollibly their whole 
a 
t bee interpreta? heetthat till may 
you will, that'you thall mever 


eut of the houtholds eating the Palleover, Exed. 12. 


bytoprove that eate: the’ Pa ffeover 


whereas on-this hand is not’to 
doubted, -butthat there were fome Infants amongtt: thefe 


And for yourevafion thas though is bee 
bolds received the werd, be'pleaded concer~ 

ame of them, why you fhould 
it of af of them, And whereas: you 


jiv} 


you enquire whist  mearte 


grac whereof 


Pay - ac Law Wa pial 

lances rma well Dee ed, anc Bale) 

lefle you have better 

concerning the. Jaylors houfe, of wham 

it ixfaid:P axdpreacht to-all sbufetbat mere: in bis benfe,: that 

eithet there were no 

chingiof the word to alin the houfe isto bee \pro 

mseriawothem who were capable. ot preaching,and 

yetithe who were capableof! is. And 

ment,” Lnfanw aneifcodera f 

ore i Covenants therefore sional 

longs unto therm, Dproceec 00! 

wel wy 

5a ptilmne 138 
Seale, 
of belec- 


320. 


petfons whore vifible'protefi 


ngris}haithe Cope ofthis iste that 
{ame capacitiet 


ors have it.) In your 
tothe ctbat Lufants af well ar growmne nen 
are partakers of the gract,: toi your ‘ufixal! 
eourfe, you enquire aftey! many” whether T 
neit of baving itor aftuall baving it, whether 
meanconely fome bave it others potentially; im one 
she argument bath fonretermes, in another forme, the 


will ewnclude but for the fome, Infants then: 
upon 


apti fmall egener ation 0 ants , w 
yon fay. book vicinen 


4 pleafur Infants, Baptifmes which holds 


fomewhatdikethe Lu:berans, all which: 
mention to:difcover: what ftuffe the Feta 
added; "to 


doe sited withall;; have’ 
worke: your: ian deel 


readingyand ta fwellupavolume, otherwile quorfum bec? 
nry meaning thatas Infants are 
todre geputed tobeleng tothe Covenant as well as grown 
viable was ‘the .daift of: my firft Argu- 
they are in the 
~of the Cove. 

bus 
arenoto 2 
partakers 


o.pasitake of; the i 


thai 


Many promiles tiade to feet of 
that. 


gr 
arity think thatall vifible Profeffors- 


lumpe have the inward Scrip-. 


forme falfe heareed:amonght them fame is to be faid'‘for 
J and.this I 


Ceptions 


Infans-Baptifun proved {rent Seripterc, 
isthe Conclufion to be proved, or that my: argu. 
ment is net 8o-the putpale, I prove 
this; for I: argsé in the like cafe from grown men whe 
are‘vifible Profeffa All whys are partaker? of tbe: 
suspard grace of Bapti and ought to partake‘ of the outs: 
ward and feale Profeffors are partakers, 
This minor is lyable to the fame exceptions that the other: 
is, for whoknows notthat many ‘vilible Profeflors have: 
noethe invifible grace, That many are called, when bus few 
are cbofen? and yet your felfdoe hold, that we may de fide, 
omt of faith & affurance that we do it according to Gods will, apply 
the outward fignets them, though we bave me. 208 but charity 10 
make us conceive the inw 
by the judgement of ch 
taken'together in'a 
ture ( whichis the 
contrary, our charity onely warrants us to judge’ of every. ‘ 
fingle perfon, we may know no more againtt | 
the one, init the we know thereare 
To belongs the kingdvm of God, and in my Sermon I ‘Mark10. vine 
the gloffes which the Anabapeifts from 
would put upon it: your exceptions againtt it 
thefe, st ss*poffible they were not very little ones ; } 
not of -thtm, fuch as they, word 
is of feeb, shefe pollibly,borum & fimili- 
um, of like: poflibly, they were not the children of 
belecvers: poflibly,, it enely of Enfames , that thefe 
were eleti yand foonidin simebe culled: 
and it will net bene follaw., all leevers 
Bat,Si; how many of things would” 
my you gra 


| 


Gre éapable, well 


| th Patients 
bc 


to. prove that. alk. Infants of 


age, 
them actually partakere of it 5.. this.iis, cnowgh.for 
me¢;and more. then gceowne.men whe 
are vifible Profeflors, -Ladded ia my Sermon jsa one branch 
of a reafon, that there 44 nothing belanging snitietion and 
4 mem, reseiviaz the Ghoft, 
union with of fizme, regeutration, eternal! life. 
is a (coffe. out of Horace, Avaphera Ge pit infiisui, 


L added, and isi fertber eomfiderable, thetim the wanking that. 
immpard grate, of alk who 
andsherefore 


the moft gromne mes are inna more fe to receive this 


ry Ore. ¥ouw antwer,‘ 


then ave 


by demanding whether Loring all shis peoofes thes all ix 


. 


corspatere to. their prelente condition: 
maphave gract, lout 


afureser tube given te thole, 


and.cherefore their I 

cannot bepleadad inward 
one: 


933 
bare esuleiniants aré 
the major baptized: but then yor deny 
| «perform not te bécaufe be beve: 


this Sacrament sto fuch makes 


though bebe not a 
ved, that erighis co’ bee reckoned to belong to the vifible 


Church; is.a {ficient warrantto adminifter the feal of ad. 


mifion.  Sesondly, you much trouble your flf, to finde 
out what meane by the firft grace: whether the free favour 
of God, orthe Covenatt of grace, whetber if I naane the firft 
grace execution, I upon jupification,or regeneration, 
or adoptios ; andthen inquire which is the fecond gract, But 
alfchis ts but feeking a knotin a rufh. I am perfwaded all 
other Readers underftood meto fiieane by the firft grace,all 
nion with Chrift, forgivenefle of fin, the indwelling of the 
holy Ghok, as a: principle of a newlife;: and your felfe fay 
more then once, that baptiime is the facrament of our ini- 


tiation, and that which exhibies us members both of Chrift Pas 
and of his Churehs and thereforethusneedlefly toquarrell — 
about things wherein your felf concurre with mee,is too 


to that of on 
tel your rea~ 
Divims of great Britaine oid in the Syneds of 
Dort, of fone preparations going “befire cowverfien: and what 
Adr. Resberford, Dre wiffe, and Dr: Prefton bsve delivered 
about this point. And after aneedleffe fhewing that you have 
as much as-] contend for, 


vain.Lafily,you have fomewhat to fay 


being iwe firft converfien,and you 


intbhefe things wee ure 

nfants are of new lite, ana fo 
‘takers ofc: and likewife confent with you; ‘and 
above mentioned Reverend Divines, that in Gods ufuall 
way of working upon grown. inen, chere are: fome prepa 


fered of any inmard grace. often pro-— 


proved from Stripture, 223 
are all wrongly bapeited- who have not inward grace, und 
fo (according your owne-expreffion) haptifine to fach is 
fend fer: to; blank ; yet 

| themielves baptized many who were in no better condition: 
| 

T hat the taking wvnytbebe ars.of ftome, anid 


Infant-Baptifuse proved from Stripewre: 
rations for Converfion, before converfion it felfe, in which 
préparations men are not mecrely paflive; but in the recei- 


yirig of theprinciple of new life,: allmenare meerely pa= 


exprefiton of ‘Auguftine, 


agit liberum ‘arbisrinin conclude this ar- 


Bellar, de 
Baptifine cap. 


Sell. 1. 
Anfwers ro 
Objefions 

againft Infanr- 


againft this feconda 


ment of izing Infants, with ‘a fpeech of Bellarmine 

is, faith he, no impediment why Infants may not bee bap 
sized; nec ex parte prohibitionis alicujus divinz, &c. 
ther from any divine probibition, nor en the part of the Sacrament 

dminiftred, nor om the part of the Minifter' adminiftring,nor on 
Infants part to whom it to bee adminiftred, or the Chur 
ches part in which itis adminiftred. Pedo-baptifme th 
fore is rightly continued in the 


w 


‘Proceed now briefly to examine what you have faid 
gainft that. which you: are pleafed to thé fourth 
Part of my Sermon; though I know no reafon of this your 
‘Analyfis.;, Had Lindeed made this an an{wer of all the ob- 
jetions which I undertooke to anfwer,you might have cal- 
led it fo; butyot know.wellrenough, that intended here 
onely tofatishe thefe Objections which lye moft properly 
rgument before anfwered what 

ly objeGted again({t the firt argumentshow- 


was moX proper 
ever, take 


28, in bie inftimtion of 


shat Sacraments when the is 


} 
Objet. 1. to anfwer, was 
‘From Mat. 28. purpoles! bengh dnfauts aréc: ‘Of shefesbingr; and 
| theyiare wrought by Chrift in many Infarits, yet wee not bap- 
command, Adatb. baptifme, and 
a 1 madethem ifciples teaching baptized 
It is a fimof prophaning 


| Infant-Bapti{me ptewed from Strigtere, 
aahertd by fibtr ation ot addition, and rhat it seas pleaded by the 
thavivis to adminifter the S atra- 
aments by addition of anprb tothem , but cireumftances whieb 


are alike requifite to civil tbe baptized 
Conetived a meere circumftance, bed neceffarilyte 

Lanfwer;{ intend:not nieedlefly to wultiply words, anit 


therefore doe grant that to y Sacraments toperfons tq 
whom they belong not appointment isa pro- 


phanation of them. New that itis fo fn this café, you 

_.about to prove out of this:28. Becanjé the ix 
appoints onely difciples of all N ations to be baptized, 
avenot {isch. This youbave made goed (as youfay) Sect. 13. 
Part 3, Tou addeyChrifts orderthms appoints it, which mutt 


shis paint, a in examination befere the Lords 


11, 28. Gc, and that by the inftitution they are 
baptized into the nanse of the Father, Som, and bely Ghoft, 
its with invocation of the name of tbe Lord, which Infants 
with devoting themfilves te the allverenve 
God, hich Lf doe, that prefewtly aftir bapsifme, 
ded them, which Infants le of Bapti 
| andthe Apofties alwayes made prefeffion of repentance and faith , 
gn antecedent toBaptifm;wbieh Infants esunot makeT 0 all 
anfwer, Firit,this of 28. is not the of 
Baptifme,ie ee before tobe the feale of the 
-Covenant, it isonely an en! of their Commiffion, 
_ whereas before they to goeto the sek. of 
the honfe of the 
it is aninftituriomof Bapsifme to us Gentiks, and therefore 
by which Minifiers are to baptize 


anotber welfe we eannotacquit it from 
Conte 
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preved from Scriptere. 


the Gentiles, will you'call chavan infdcution of Preaching? 
| and that the method of preaching to us Gentiles muft bee 
of fetch’d out of this place? I know you will not. Forthereh 
peny A Ar. Of reafons above alled they refolve feverall 
_of them into 


one and the fame: € order. ( fay 
Mr. out, ¢¢ baptizing, ‘is not that the fame 
of Mat. 28, this; at men muft be made difciples 6) preaching, before shey be 


baptized? the avfwer to the one doth fully fatishe the other. 
But your third reafonis a ftrange one, must bee bapti. 


xedinto the name of the F ather, the Sen, boly Ghoit, thas 
ity Lay you, inuacation of the Name of the Lord: then is 
oe if the baptized call 


upon the name/of the Lord 
- by prayer, that’sall that is intended b7 baptizing into the 


name of the Father, Son, and holy Ghoft; that the name 
of God fhould be invocated at the adminiftration of Bap-* 
_tilme, and of Circumeifion , _ and of every Sacrament, is 


moft true; but that baptizing into the name nee the Father, 
‘Son, and holy Ghoft interpreted to be invocation 


name» and fo to make Baptifine and Prayer all 


| itis true, Paul was exhorted to 
ay or cally name when he was to bee bapti 


er wasall one? it may beyou meane onely this, that ey, 


on who is baptized, mutt beable himicif at the time of 


your next, fhew ptifme then at Circumci- 
As for your fourth, were not the Infants of the Jews 
toGod by Ciraumcifion, though they not 
 {aBuially devorethemfelves? To your fifth, That they were to 
them Joon they bad baptized thems and that there-_ 
were to be baptized, unlefle they were fit prefent- 
dy after their Ba to of their 


anfwer, this alfo is fnfficiently anfwered in ¥3. Part 3. 
,that baptised perfons ought indeed ‘to 
betay 


_ Were cincume ons, but net as th 
“were capable of it, and able to fort 


baptizad by difctples; I have before 


Pray- 


an 


é 
> 
. 
J 
’ 


© itto be a Baptifme obliging to legall perfurmances , as 


Infant-Bapsifime proved from Scripture, 
anfweredthat it cannot appeare that th 
other but fuch as made profeflion of faith and’ repentance; 
andifitwere granted, it follows not, that therefore no: o~ 

_ ther may be baptized, their praCtice is 2 good rule, though 


‘nota full rule, as I thewed, Se%.i3.Part 3. And whereas 
you lay, Lobn biptized none but upm profeffion of repentante:you 


would have a hard taskto proveit, if any man fhould put 
youtoit; to aor CI fay) that Iba did impofe or require 
confeflion of fin before bapdifine, it is faid hee baptized 
therh tts to tance; nor as ftated in 


actuall repentance; and his calling for repentance, and 


preaching the Baptifine of repentance, thew tat this was 
the Jeffon they were all to ‘nar not that they muft all ma- . 


nifelt that they had it before he baptized them; and though 
fome did make confeflion of theirtinnes, yet you can never 


prove that all didit, or weretyed to it. SureLam, [meet 


with very learned Men who judgethus , * Thattheircon- 
*¢ fellion of finnes was not becanfe conteffion was a necefla- 
ry medium to allwho fhould receive Baptifme, but be- 
caufe heretofore Baptifine hadinitiated into Judaifme, 

** and fo to Legall nees; andthemen who. came 

*¢ to be baptized of Jobm, were fuch who had been educated 

© in an opinion of Juttification by works of the Law: 
¢ and therefore Jobrin calling for repentance,did but clear 
his from mi(conitru&ion, left they fhould think 


€ that was of old, hewould teach themthat his Baptifm 
was a Bapti(me of tanceand faith in Chrilt, and 
{doth but rettifie thof relyers upon their owne 
 teoufneffe, inthe right doftrine of Juttification , which 
theGofpel now begamtoteach, contrary to their le 
“ pall conceited righteoufneffe; and that therefore his 
© galling for that fhould 

which his Baptilme was 
‘nature of the Sacrament of Bapcilme it f 
adminiftred 


ey baptized no o» 


introduétion , then the 


made of Jebus baptifime, 
Gg2 
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. accords the intexpretatio al : 


19.14. and confequ :ntly that the confeffidw required 

had fpeciall relation to the conditionof theperfons who 

came tobe baptized, and was not neceflary forall, more 

. | | te would be required ofa heretick for his admiffion into the 

:  bofome of the Church,then is requifite to be required of 

_achild. But however, I thinke it will be hard for you to 

confute this, I hall leave it tothe Judicious Readers confi- 

 deration, and not infift upon it, but fhall readily grant that 
ail: Jews and Pagans foborne and bred, were not baptized 

¢ilfthey ed theirfaith and repentance, becaulé the 

Jews were all to come under.a new adminiftration; and 

| the Gentiles till then were wholly aliens from the Cove. 

gant of grace, and then their Infants came in in their Pa- 

genesright. But fay you, grant that the Iewes who al.” 

‘ready were in Covenant, were to make Confiffion before they were 

| -. aptized, is afufficient. prooft that the adminiftration of Circnm- 

eifiom, is net the adminifiration under which we now ere? and — 


overthrows all virtual! confequences from Circumcifi- 


Infants, | 


COMBINUTI¢a~ 


Infast-Bapti/me proved from Sériptare. 

ento Baptiime. J reply, who everiaid that this admini- 

{tration is the fame with theirs? it is the fame Covenant, 

but anew adminiftration. And astothat youfay, This ¢- 

| sertbrows all virtusll comftquences from Circumeifion to 

I have foabundantly juftified this before, that I thall 

: | not trouble the Reader with it againe, though you repeate 

this {0 often, that I am ready to thinke you hope your rea- 

: der will beleeve you in one place, if he doe not in the other, 

Youwadde myfayi their Infants were to come in onely 

| in their parents right, overtbrom my fecond Argument becaufe 

; that : grounded which Infants bad of their own, viz. 

| participation of be Sacrament. I anfwer, belike 
: then if any thus for the 
That to Infants, as well as growne men, 

a ted the {pirituall part of Circumcifion, therefore they might bee cir- 

cumcifed you would anfwer, that that would 

their right frem their b ve. I rae 

3 thould jndge it to be a fecond good tfortheir 

ae n; the truth is, they are boch grounds of Gods 

_ Qwneappointing: and the {ccond is a farther manifeftaci- 


Infars prowea fram Scriptures 

on Of their-right tothe Sacrament, God not onely. giving 
them a vifible ftanding inhis Church, becaufe they are the 
— feed of the faithfull, but them, who are Infants as 

wellas amonggrowne men doth worke inward. grace by 
his holy Spirit according to his, good pleafare., Whereas 
youadde, that yow canmat yes difeerme but that our greunds for 
Pad baptifme are worfe then the Papifts and ancients, who build 
it upon the neceffitie of baprifme to falvation; I mutt needs tel] 
you, your reipeé to the reformed Charches in this is very 
{mall, whillt you thinke the Papifts groundof damnation 
of Infants not baptized is not fo ill as the Proteftants, who 
: venant of grace; 1 will not aggravate thi ih 
time you will fee it and beforry for it. - ays 
But you glory much in the advantage you thinke. you 
have got, ‘that which followes in my Sermon, the. 
Heathen nations whewere to bee converted to Chrift were yet with- 
out the Covenant of grate, and their children could bave mo right 
themfelues were brought im, and therefore no marvaile though 
both Jobn and Apoftles did teach before. they 

were capable of baptifme, im this 
. Clay you) grant many things which doe yeeld the cause Six; 
I fhall not recall any one of them:, make your beft of your 
advantage. 1. Hence youcollett it fellowes that baptizing of 
Infants is not according to Iobns,and Chrifts Diftiples, and the A- 
poftles prattife: anfwer, it no wayes followes, if you take 
but that in which immediatly followes, that their Enfants 
came it in their parents right, 2. Hence I grant (ay you) 
that no other were capable of Baptifne, but wherein I beleech 
you have I granted the caufe in faying their Infants were 
ocgapable of ittill their Parentscamein, and when they 
in their children came in alfo by vertue of the Co- 
| t. What need you keepe fuch a coyle in asking wbe- — 
‘ther beleevers bad then te children? or whether the Apeftles had 
90 commiffion? or sebetber wee have Commiffion if they bad not? 
you goe on and fay, I thinke to falvc it thus, wbemence them- 


felocs were infirulbed and bip 
pable of it by vertue of the Covenant 5 
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you. 


but where did I fay fo? I faid there was no 
‘mention niade of any other, faid alfo Infants were not 


and make otber Cities Profelytes to them, their Commi fiion muft 
runnt thus, goe reach and eircimiifi, and yet 


Infant. Baptifme proved from Scripture. 
you to fay againft ic? why then fay you they were capable in 
dnd the Apoftles time, anid thie deftroyes that mbich I 
faid before, that then none but taught perfons were capable of Bzp- 


capable till their Parents came in, becatsfe their Parents were 
to conte” under this new adminiltration, bur I never faid, 
when their Parents were come in in Fobns time and Chrifts 
time, that their children then were not capable of it. Yea, 
i have fhewed good by confequence that the pra- 
Gife was otherwile, are fay, it feemes I cou'd pro- 
duce mo Infiitution in the new adminifiration, but the Inftiuts 
on of Circumscifion, beeaufe I fay the children were capable by ver- 
tue of the Covenant, and the validitie’ of arguing from Circam- 
siftéu:bath been confidered fere: and you further adde, thst 


<> the Covenant being the fame at a0 times, as my ficft conclufton 


bulds, the children of bel.evers were as le'in Fobus time 
thus you fay my words doe plaincly interfere; 
fwer, Thave abundantly proved, that this ground from the. 
Covenants being the fame, and our Infants right the fame 
with theirs to the Covenant, and our Baptilme fucceeding 
in the of Circumcifion, is a ‘fuffiicient 
ground for this pratife, though there be no exprefle men- 
tion of them in this new adminiftration; ‘nor did] ever fay 
that Infants of beleevers were not capable of it by vertue of 
theCovénantin Joba time, fo that this triumph of yours 
is not the fruit of my interfering, but of your owne blind- 
nefle or ing. Whereas in the clofe of this Seétion I 
laid, if any in the Fewifh Church bad received Commiffion to goe 


thence have followed, that none m 


bre carcumcifid byt 
firft taught you anfwer 


Commiffion mult bave baa 


Serence in the execuBion of it, eitber to vbe old inft itution of Cit- 


Cumcifion, Gen.17. toa new Inftitution, and then it wowld 
bave been told plainely what and whom they were to circumcife, I 
according to the inftitution, 
hich-( as you fay) was to 

| 
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ving the megative, ‘therefore where beleevers arecommanded to 


ta and fa wa atcounud in the days 


— 


proved from Seriptare. 
ight dayes old nottanpht;-I-hope you will:not fay the 
males-of any at cight 
though their Parents were not taught, which is the cafe 
that I put, yoacannot (I perceive) deny this cafe to bee 
parallel], onely this arguing Ciccumcifion to Baptifin 
you cannot away with 3 but Sir, this reafoning is jultified 
tobe good, 


test be thst beleeves and isbaptized foall bee faved, Object. 1. 
is she Condition upon which men may bee bsptized, and no otber 1°? 


nnbeleevers may not be baptized ; children are unbeleevirs, there 
fore they may not bee baptized ; they fay the negative is included tire 
under the affirmative, beleving is the affirmative ,. unbelee 


be baptized, nubeleevers are forbidden to be baptized. This Ar- 
gumeit I faid the Anaba 
anf{wer to it was tothis 


et; thatif this Argument bav: any 


| ftrength at all ag-sinft the baptizing, it bath much more firength 


ainft the faboation of Infants, becaufe it is exprifly [aid both 
and negatively, bee that bee faved, 


faid affirmatively bee that beleeveth and i baprized fall bee fa- 
ved, it is not faid bee that is not baptimed {hall not bee faved, 
looke by what diftin&ion will maintaine *the :fal- 
vation of Infants by. the fame will 

I more clearely juftifie the baptifme of Infants againit this 
argument. I adde now further,if they take beleevers\ina 
contradiftin&ion to Infidells, then I {ay Infants of beleevers 


if they take beleevers in a more reftrained fenfe 
and aétuall faith, then thatthis isa neceflaryscan- 
dition required to bee and manifefted in every'onie 
whois to bee baptized, as Thave at largeproved beforesand 


your felfe cannot deny. To this Argument your anfwer is 


onely this, you srnenct the Argument, onely 


owne it, viz. that a profeffion of fanh ua prorequiju 
Martyr, , 


nts arcun- 


CVETS,CT | 
tobe bap- 


peifts doe very much gloryin ; my 


but bee that beleeves not hall bee damned , whereas sbough it bce 


are beleevers,as well as the children of Infidels areInfidells;- 


$31 


‘ 
by 
Ba 
| 
2 
,* 
J 
‘AS. | 
~ 
re. ad 


Shinto ind 
Or 
ig 


he 


sand:that avifible profefiion gives 

and coniequently ‘chat a. vifi- 
which is. 
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so-ndminificr che 


oa: doe not think 
qmakea confeliion oftestalth farely 
isnuch differ, Gods inward revealin that he hath 


edachild,and the childs own ps on or 
but this was 


revealed 


the 

that which makes them 
Sacraments either to I oF Metts but kpowne 


ware? ‘Foal this y 


there is nothing 


and con tbat 
according to the 


andvhen what is become of all yoar 


that 


ordy bala. 


e ‘ 
‘wil 
‘ 
Can 
4 
if 
q 
10 the Prophes | 
> UMS Was’ | wife,’ bus | 
| 
a 
a 
i =. 
| 
A 4 
Ped 
. 
Lass * ‘ 
“as 


. 


it 
| ‘con 
prohibition; but mi 


not fuch 
be revealed fosother ends? Cheit knewthat Fado wou 
devill, yet he admisted him not onely tobaptifme, 
Apottlethip; and fince your felfe doe grant that we have 
awarrantde fede,out of faith, and not out.ofcharity onely, 
to admit men into viliblecommunion by baptifime, upon 
an¢xternall confeffion onely, Fcannotjunderitand why my 
private knowledge upon a particular revelation of a mans 
mward.condition; fhould be a fufftcient barre againit pro- 
ceeding atcording to the ordinary rules, if were infallibly 
affuced that fome glorious profeflor were no better then 
cfament, certo. ashi was 
Lally, f 
plaine for ‘at for gromme men, the raie having beene 


added, T bat in thie the rule to dirett our knowledge, 


shat grown men mba were Strangers from the Cove- 


of GodyBagans,or Heathens their being in- 


ambled; of their faith andpromifé te walke 


of theGofpiel, beereceived’ and nilded. the - 
url, the Sacrament of admiffion, and 
bath forts upon their admiffi- 
De charitably of they five fignes tothe. contrary, 
evill-of them, not bound 
this is, that I dare fay, therwle to dirc&t our 

pidinn for Infants ac for men. 1 antwers tru- 
ly by Lintended onely the of the mule, 


slink it. be astmly: known asthe other, though poffibly 
taying the ruleis plai Infants as. well.'as:for growne 


men; and-that'l have proved abundanely. wi 
ZH 


j | 
fais. andwery the 
conje&ute or min 
feffe, fhonldfuch a 
warttet 


Bapsifene proved from Seriptere, 
fourth Obje&ion was, That whe enter inte Cove, 
nant ftipulate for their parts as well as God doth fur bis; thiy 0), 
mut indent with God toperfurme the beleevers part uf the 
venant, os well as God doth to performe his Part: My anlwer Covenant, of 
was, T he Infants of were as much tyed, at the Lufents of her Ptomile for 
lecvers under the Gofpel, every one who was circumzid was bound 
to keep the Law, yet they kijew not what it meant, nor could beve Anh 
the fame ufé of ix with their Parents and others of difcretion. You 
own not this Objeftion, nor fay any thing again& my an- 
onely you except, bat through my 
raham, and that it isthe {ame with the pure Covenant of the Gof- 
pel, and of every beleever a of Abraham ; and uf Baprifmme as of 
Circumeifion. 1 doe fo, and have juftified chef thing to bee 
true againft your exceptions. Yonadde allo, Ged comman- 
rhe one; bat no mbere conimanded the at ber’, which whether 
he ‘have or no by good confeqnence, I leavethe Reader co 
judge, by what is already {poken. 
[added in my Sermon, God feales to thent prefeutly,i. con- 
ditionally, as I have before thewed, and mbew shy come te 
years of difcretion, they famd obliged to the performance of it in 
theiroveneper[ons; im the time fefus Chrift whe is the 
frrrety of the Covenant; andthe furety of all she Covenantert, is 
pleafed te be sheir forety : & chis I illuftrated fromehings done 
amongtt men, thus,wben feverall parties obliged in the 
fame bond, they may fale at fever all times, and yet be im force af 
rerwardtogetber, or even ashild fealing in infancy, may agnize, 
andrei that fealing, when they come to yeares of difcretiony 
shen thay svill renosince it, a dave 1 


fo nd pleafed tofeale to tasfauss 

while they are fuh,and actepts of fuch as fealeom their parts, as 

they are able to give in their infant- age, expelRing a furtber ratin 

fication on spben they are of 12 

priviledge koaed 

thew the devils svbem they are’ 

to thie Covenant, there is naburt 
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Infant-Bapti proved from Scripture: 


‘dena on Gods part , let them ferve another Ged, andtake vbcit lot 


for she timete come. To this you anfwer, Firlt, this is oncly 


the {pinning out the fimile of a feale, which whether itbee to 


asto 


Seth. 


eemes of In- 
Baptifme. 


beart, And here againe you charge me with 


fwer, Firft, you allow not that expreffi 


_vinebefore your felf charge this to be Arminianifm, ,to fay 


the purpofe or no, I as willingly as your felfe, leave it to the 
Reader to judge. Secondly, youfay, it very inconfiderate 
boldne ffz im mee, to make every Baptized perfon a Cuvenanter , for 
whom Jefus Chrift isa furety ; mhenas the Scripture makes Chriff 
she firety cnely for bis redeemed ones. I anfwer, itis very true 
that Jefus Chrift isthe furety onely of the ele&, fo farre 
performe all theconditionsof theCovenant in them, — 
but he is alfo the furety of all vifible Profeflors, aligno modo, 
upon their condition of performing the Covenant ; looke 
in what refpe& your felte will acknowledge Chrift under- 
takes for vilible Profefiors, at theyarevihble Profeflors, 
the fame will fervemy turne, andI thallaskno more... 


| The fifth Objeftion was,tbat no bemefit comes by [uch a fealing 
as this %, My anfwer was, T he fame which came te tbe.infants 
of the }ews, who received the feale in their.infancy. You an- 
ion, That God feales 
toevery one that be fealesonely to beleevers, whom 
beundertukes te make good bis promifeof writing bis lawin their 
with the Arminians, who make the Covenant of grace common to 
elvtt and reprobates, and lefita.every mans liberty to free them- 


sullifiea. I pafle by your {coffes, 
Chi other fuch 


‘his.owne appointment was applyed to .all the 
Jews and Profelytes and their children} di it it God 
abfolutel y to every one of them so write. his Jaw in.theic 


heart, &c. And are not the Sacraments ‘fiena conditionalia, 
conditionall fignes and feales? and did any Orthedox Di- 


that the Gofpel runs upon conditions? I\confefle \it,is Ar- 


felves sf they pleafe, and fo 
xT 
good language; you have pretty well enured me alfo to re- 
ceive the reproach of Arminianifme. As to the thing it 
anfwer, was not Circumcifion Gods figne and feale? 


proved from 237 
I never .afferted, but. that the Gofpell. .is both 
and by the Sacrainents fealed to us upon condition of faith, 
will paffe for orthodox dottrine, when you and I aredead 
artdrotten. 

You adde tht you doe wot well underftand thet. God required of 
the Infants to feale in their Infancy reply, but I hope 
you wnderftand, that the Fewes Infants mere fealed in their 
Infancy, and by this they received not onely a priviledge to 
bee accounted as pevonging to Gods family, but it alfo ob- 
liged them to the feverall duties of the Covenant, as they 
gréw up to bee capable of performing them, I added, f- 
Condly, God bath otber ends and wfes. of opplying the Seale of 
the Covenant to them whe are in Covenant with bim, then their 
pre[ent-gaine, it an bymage, worfbip, and honour to bimfelft, 
bebooves us in that refped to fulfill all righteoufneffe; when 
Chrift was baptized and cireumcifed bee was for the or 
dinance through bis perfe tien; a children through. their imper- - 
SeBion, being much abeve them a Children: are below them: 

your anfwer is, Bspti/me Gods, worfbip,P edobaptifine a wil- 
worfoip; Chrifts Baptifme was ofa tranfcandemt nature, chil~ 
dren are unfit for this ordinance, not because. of their imperfeZion, 
but through defeE of Gods bad God. appointed it, 
there Were no doubt to bee made of their’ fieneffe;-all. this hath 
been confidered and weighed againeand againe, and J. de- 
fire noeto burden the Reader needlefly. : added -thirdly, 
the benefit and fruite of it atthe prefemt 1 great, beth to the pa- 
rents andto thechildren, to,the\parents whilft God doth thereby 
honour them to bavetbeir children counted to bis Church,,.and un- 
der bis wing, whilft all the ober Infants. in the-world bave their 
wifible flanding under the Prins, aud inthe; kingdome of dark- 
neffe, and confequently while others bsve no, bope of sbeir ebil- 
on. shefe need wot bave.any doubs of their childrens welfare sf thy 
die in their Iufancy, nor if they live untill they pew fignes to the 
contrary, God bavang beth reckgned them unto bis people, and ge 
ven them all the meanes of falvation, whicban Infants age 
pable of. You paffage but 
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belong she if "tbe: devil, it is, 4 and 
SHEE Att PME ‘you give that 
cenfirteupon your bwnejudgement, ‘ic your judgement 
thatall Intantseven of Beleeyers as well as, Pagans though 


yer they Ki ome of the devill; but 
for felte, Pmeant onely the children of Infidells, doe 
not thinke chat beleeving Anabaptifts doe through cheir ig- 
norancé or érrour put their children out of this priviledge. 
ing parems that'bave thetr chi ized. thin them, 
childrens were wot baprized.’ anfwer, if it bee not 
through che'parents fault that their children be unbaptized, 
but onely ‘by the providence of God, they may have the 
famecomfort, yet Iconceive ita greater inlargepoent of 
comfort ert Oy thie vihbleSeale, an ordinance which they 
arewapable of, ‘atid which'God ules to blefle according. to 
its Youd pleafiire: ‘but Gy wheh parents doe thérefore 
not baptinéuport this principle, that their children doe not 
belong tothe" of Chriff, ‘no more then the chil- 
drenof Turkes ‘and Pagans; and ‘confeqtiently-are with- 
outthae pale} owhere is onely to bee 
had) dels cafic ro \fay tliat their COpiifort cannot bee fo much 
asothers: your felfedée prant that this which 1 plead for is 
a comfortable ‘condition if cow'd be made out,page 82.Where- 
as I added: they'weed of their childrens 
welfare if whey ther infancy You anlwers 
Tofprake Vike Wilde Baptifme: doth conferre grace 
ie Bat Why fo ?when'I ground it upon the 
Goverient;. upon their capacitie both: of he Seale and the 
umercy upor whom hee wi ve mercy; faid not 
thatchey may de fide afftired Of fifvation, but that 
‘prowne e ors. Bere alfa 
priviledge aed chi 


may ialty ‘belong tothe ki Chritt, 


fecret ‘em ) they being 
butch of. Cbriff ‘fhare in Commn- 


rita af remembre of ere day 
are made for bis Glefing upon bis srdinan- 
ects yew defirete what I mean by feeret work 
which God. worke in them, whether any thing, 
baprifmall regeneration, 1 antwers Lineant 
that God is at liberty,and when hee pleaiés 
Stace accompany his ordinance: for their, being 
of the vifible Church, you denythey are fo, andl have 
fo, Lallly, added, is no privie 

bape, that ta thm Infamy 
_aftermard P when they are grawne, came: ‘te 
anfwer, when, where and bow bap- 
Jou due rot well conceives st ts mot Bap~ 

07 the Curt of beayer, but the promise ef God andthe, edition 
auth Chriff, and you never any Séizt 

Meh cafes Ap files ples lies 

rs Rem. $.31,32. L.anfwer, asitis'a plea for vifible pro- 
feffors all theic dayes,: foitis a plea for Infants,when they 
grow up upon the fame,condition, and though the: pro~ 
eand faith in. Chrift bee beft. plea,' yer Bapesline 

Seale is no meane one, and you who fay; 
infiuence of comfort from baptifne was very great, bope did.nes 
intend to limit it t0 the prefimt time of its receiving, but exterided 

or W G was to ay 


Infant 

toward in W the Apattle 
id Baptifne faves I with 

the Anabaprifis that. Infant Baptifmne. is a: mublisies: Which 
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poble of the [piriuall part mii 40 may 
alfa samit them to the Sacrament of tbe. ccivethe Lord® 
Supper, Supper. 


Supper, whiehinebe Seale’ of the Covenant of well 
the Sacrament of Baptifine’; and the rather the Ynfans, 
of the Fewes dideate the Paffeover well an tty were \circum- 
cifed?’ My anfwer was to this effect, Infants. ix their infant 
le of of Baptifime, that are fure of, not 
are capable of the grace figned' and fealed in the — 
upper; wee know they may bee initiated into the Church, 
while they are Babes, not that they receive nourifoment: and aug- 
mentation. And { further addé, there was expreffe order 
that Infants fhould-bee admitted to the initial! figne, not 
thatthey thould ‘bee admitted to the other. ‘To this you 
anfwer, This Argument good ad'homines sgzinft them’ who 
argue that to whem the Covenant belorigs,. to them the Seale be- 
long and you fay, thie argument % by the prattife 
opinion of the who ved Supper In- 
anti for 600. yeers a well as baptifme,-T reply, my Argu- 
| ‘To whem belongs 0 thes 
the initial Sealeof the Covenant, not evt’y Seale of the Co- 
venant, and though the Lords fupper bee a Seale of the 
Covenant, and fucceed the Pafleover asa Seale of that 
Covenanrit, yet rieither the Pafleover, nor the Lords ‘Suip- 
appointed to ' bee initial Seales; and though Bap- 
tilme, which is the initiall Seale,  ferves to'cotifirme the reft 
ofthe benefits of the Covenant, as the baptized grow a- 
pable‘of them,or are made partakers of chém, yet the prime 
and maine ufé it to bee a Seale of initiation and 're* 
ceptioninto\Covenant, As for’ what yon adde‘of ibe 
ents giving the Lords Supper to Infants for 600. yceres, have 
before aniwered to it, that it cannot bee proved to bee fo 
generall a practife as the prunes Infants ‘was 
themsrtor was it pleaded by any fuch Arguments; ‘as_they 
pleaded for Infant Baptifines ‘Indeed in the 
ches‘ aboutiCyprians and: Augaflines ‘time, the Létds' Sup- 
per waspiven to Infarits, but finde no! fach' geherall 
praGtife of it as you would infinuate. Howbeit,I am 

thatupon this: occafion ‘yeu ackriowledge, that for she firft 


sweres 


net how:this Will agree With that which you {6 


ibe ancient, thoaght 


4 
P 
4 
< 
4 
» 


pteved from pture. 
fidently afferted before, that ic was hardly knowne iis the 
foe the firlk 300. yeers. Whereas I added, that: 
though apti fine and the Lords Supper are both of theme Seales of 
the nem. Covemant, yet it ta mith fome di 


birth and entrance, the other ix for fied and growth; you an~ 
(wer, this 4 paradum to yom, btaufe if make the entrance at 
the remiffiun of finness juftifieation the Lords Supper which 
Seales Chrifks death, feales the entrance into the Covenant, and 
Bpti{me fiales as well the pardon of other finnes of origimall 
finna;, and therefore this difference which I put of the one being 
4. Seale for entrance, the other for gromth,is a difference whichth: 
Scripture mikes aot. 1 reply, if this bee a paradox, your 
felfe have very often pas this paradox, in calling botle 
Circumcision and Baptifmethe Seales of our admiflion,and! 
that by Baptifime ae are exhibited to bee members of Chriff 
and. bis Church ; which you yet never faid the Sacrament of 
the Lords Supper was appointed co bee. And as for what 
you now adde hstthe Lords. Supper fealing the death of Chrift 
doth therefore. feace our entrance 5. 1 antwer, it followes not, 
it feales.indead. the whole Covenant in its due place and 
order, asjout food isa’ witnefle that wee are alive, and is 


ifference ; the for | 
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a. meanes to-preferve our life, butyet it muft'bee fuppofed 
that wee ave firlt made alive before: wee are capable of the 
benefit of our food. And'whereas:you jerke at that phrafe | 
of the Lords Supper fealing the growth. and augmentation of 
the Covenant, as un unfitexpreflion; truely, I choughtevery 
child would have uaderftood,that by nourifhment andaug-. A 
mentation. | meant nothing but the nourifhment and 
growth of thofe graces of the Covenant, which the Cove- is 
nant promifeth, and albare: tied tofeekafter. As to that cer 
of the Frwes Infants eatingthe Paffeover, I antwered, theres 
no [uch thing mentionedin the booke of God: Is is {aid indeed 
that the feverall families mere to eate the Lambe, ana if the fami- 
ly were too Little to a Lambe, feveral families were to joyne 
together, and that. mben sheit childrem flould them the mea- 
ning. Of ity, were to” infirw thems abomt it, but nets mord 
of iuffitution appainting them to¢ate any eseample witne 
thar-thuy. did eate You Alb he males were 


= 
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342 Infant-Baptifme proved from Scripture. 
shree times to om before the Lord, ome of which was 
the os that time there was no otber food tobee eaten, 
but uniesvemed bread and the Pafcall Supper; and you obferve 
out of Ainfworth that every child that could bold bis fatber by 
the band, andcould goc up from Ferufalemgates to the mount sine 
of the Temple, bis father we to carry bim up, tothe end 
bee might catechife bim in the Commandements, and they nbo 
went up were bound to keepe the anfwer, were the Jewes 
boundto «arry al] their Babesup with them to Ferufalem , 
orany of them, before they had underftanding in thofe 
rites and myfteries? and was thereno food among them 
all that time, .butthe Sacramentall food?were the uncleane 
and uncircumcifed in their families to faft all that time? 
produce any Scripture that witnefleth thefe ; you indeed 
quote two or three broken teftimonies ont of the Rabbins, 
wholivedfome hundred yeers after Chrift, but not one 
text of Scriptures. and yeseven your Rabbins fay no more 
then I am willing to grant, that when they could under- 
itand the fervice, they might partake of its nor doth the 
Gofpell probibitefuch young ones to partake of the Lords 
Supper, whoare ableto difcerne the Lords body. I ob- 
ealfo that'when a teRimony out of a Jewifh Rabbi 
¢8 to makeany thing on your fide, you draw more. 
confident conclufions from it, and fetch -confequences fur- 


ther then you will allow mee to doe out of the holy 
Scriptures. 


Sel. The application. of my Sermon you pafle over , as 
not being argumentative; onely in the firft ufe you againe 
Herat! erue}. upon the comparifon which I made betwixt Haxaels fix- 
Se ing the Infants of Iftael, and the principles of the Ansbaprifts, 
andthe prin. i putting the children of beleevers ont $ the Covenant of grace, 

of Ana- anid this you aggravate to theutmoft, calling ic a’ falfe ac- 
Pt cufation, fruit of paffien, not of boly xeale : this alfo you 
fell upon in thevery beginning of your treatife, where I 
an{wered, I compared not their iutentions with bis, but the fruit 
of their printiples, cafting all belecvers ebildren, much out of 
Covenant of grace.as sherdve the children of Turkes and Pa- 
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Infant-Baptifme proved from Scripture. | 
gens; andthis I am fure they doe, and your felfe joyne. 
with them, who acknowledge no more promife for che 
children of beleevers, then forthe children of Turkes,and 
leave them to have their aétuall ftanding in the vifible king- 
dome of the Devill. This I faidin a iritnall fenfe was 
‘more heavy to the bowells of Chriliian parents, then -to fee 
their Infants flaine before their face, while in the meane 
time they might looke upon their Infants fodying, to bee 
within the of the Church, where falvation is ordinarily 
to bee found ; this I leave the Reader to judge of. Where- 
Ave adde that this followes nut upon the dutkrine of Antipe- 
dob sptifine thst Infants are thus excluded, and that if to be with- 
in the Covenant of grace, bee rightly expounded, you exclude 
them from the Covenant of grace no more them I does of the truth 
of this, without any needlefle ition, I leavethe Rea- 
der to judge by what hath been difputed betwixt you and 
mee; if they find this aflertion of yours to bee true, I give 
them leave to charge mee with the fame rafbneffe, falfe accte- 
fations, and pffions, which here you powre upon mee; | 
not, I am fure they will lay it all at. your dore, 


I now come to your Epilogue, wherein you intimate, $4.8 
firft, that you pre youhave faid fo much againft my Ser- Anfwer to°the 


mon, that yon hope fee caufe to confider more exactly of thee Epilogue. 


bufineffe then I bad done before, shat 1 am net now fo 
as I wae, that this s Gods truth : 1 anfwer, as in theprefence 
of the fame great Godto whom you and I both mult give 
an account, I havefetioufly weighed what you have wrie- 
ten, or any other who have come to my hands, with a 
full refolution not to fhut my eyes againft what light hee 
would caufe to thine upon mee, and upon my moft diligent 
ftudy, accompanied with my weake, yet fincere and carneft 
‘prayers, I am more confirmed in it, andthe more K:have 
itudied, the clearer it a unto mice, ‘Secondly, you 
fay you have endeavored to examine every thing of meight 
delivered in my Sermon, and what you could remember of Mr. 
Thomas Goodwins, end what Mr. Blake, or any bave 
written about this- thing and I likewilé have ferioufly 
weighed 


\ 
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Infans-Baptifese growed fram Striptare, 
weighed and not over any thing of weight in this 
your Examen. Thirdly,you fay youchofe out my Sermon, be- 
cafe Lam in print filed the Antefigninms, the Enfigne- bearer ; 
atitle which I neither deferve nor defire. Fourthly, you 
motion that al] wee who bave appeared im publique in this cafe 
svoxlel joyne our firemgth togetber in a to this your Examen, 
that you might See the whole firengsh imbattePad, that you might 
not be put to the reading of every Pampbler, Truely Sir, this 
f{mells a lialetoorankly, thusconfidently to challenge al] 
men, not contented with Golich to fay, Give meen man, 
that Lmight fight wabbim, but to defie whole boft, argues 
litletoo much felfe-confidence. Butfor your fatisfafi- 
‘on, here is my booke, you may try your ftrength againft 
it, andthough I fied my impaired health and multitude 
of imployments is like to bee an apology for mee, from 
drawing this faw any longer, mor indeed is it needfnil , 
therebeing noend of writing, all. knowing that there is 
nocontrovetite of faith, wherein learned and prejudiced 
‘men have novbeen ableto write booke after booke againtt 
the truth, efpecially when they choofe fuch a way of di- 
{puting as you have chofen; However, I feare not but it 
uctermof oppofition; ‘and if my booke a- 
_- upon, «as poore a bufinefie, you fee 
Where are alreadytwo or three orher bookes extant already, 
 @painft ‘you, «and bam informed two peeces at leaft come 
of Nem- Engicwdupon the fame ‘your fife bi- 
ing-therein concerned (for even thitherhave fent'your 
writings, and ‘fafficichtly in them, fhewed' your {core of 
Mr: Gooderin, Mr. Vines, and my felfe, 2s our'friends 
doe fromi chenee write unto you may take ts all toge- 
thee, and then weemay goefor a pretty Army, and when 
have done all*you° can, I doubt not but fome will 
und whowill trave ‘ae well as ‘ability ¢0 cope 
with yous onely defire you in your next not to goe 
on Serthis way of ‘making wrangling exceptions, ard feck- 
inp co flurre and blind what is weiteen by your An- 


baeby foliddnd chare arguments, fee if yoncan 
dia which isallerted:,: and’ fet your 
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Tnfanra Bap proved frome Scriptare, 
know as well what you would have, as’ what you would 
not have, and open your j tothe fullin this con- 
troverfie, and thew whether you take Infant-baptifn to be 
vslid,or a mellity,and if you thinkit nota nullity,thew your 
grounds for it, why all this fhould be true, which you have 
thus far contended for, That Infants are no more to be aceours 
ted belonging to the Church of Chrift shen Pagans, and yet their 
Daptifme fhould be valid, whether if any man fhould bap- 
tizea Turk ora lew when he fhould beaileep,or by violence 
orany wayes againtt his own confem, this baptifme were 
nota nullity, andi know not what difference 
between the one and the other, 91) 
other fide, you doe thinke it a nullity, then ma- 
nifeft how any at all can now be baptized, unlefle you will 
thinke that they may baptize others who are unbaptized 


themfelves ; for my own part, I ferioufly profefle,thartap- 
pofing Infant-bapri‘ie a nullity, cannot underftand how 
any in the world fhould this day be lawfully baptized, un- 
leffe it can be made good that a perfon unbaptized himfelte 
may be a lawfull Minifter of baptiftne to others: for cer- 
tainly untill the Anabaptifts arofe in Germany, all the bap- 
tized world were baptized while they were Infants; and 
eonfequently the firft Anabaptift was baptized by an un- 


baptized perfon, and fo in conclufion we muft all turn See- 


you make 


kers,and be content withont baptifme, till Chrift give fome — 


extraordinary Commiffion from Heaven unto fome men 
to bz Apoftles in this bufineffe. 
Fifthly,youexprefle the ftraights you are like to be brought 
to by she loffe of your fa flipend, asa confequent of this your 
Opinion. Sir, I Pes perfwaded this is made up a- 
bundantly in thati gia Society where now you ex~ 
ercife your an andi befeech tite Lord {o to informe 
you in his truth in this particular, andto guide your Spi- 
rit,that you may no longer be a ftumbling- lockto others, 
nor others prove ftumbling-blocks to yoa, that thofe good 


: hich God hath beftowed upon you, may for the 
come be employed in the erviceable way,that 


both your worke 
Lord. 


and. wages may bee with and from the 
Ji 3 Sixthly, 
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Infant-Baptifme proved from Scripture, — 
Sixthly and laftly, yo declare your willingneffe, either to bave 
conference With me, to confult about a way of a brotherly debating 
of this pointer to receive otber anfmer within the {pace of a month. 
What paft betwixt your felfe and me in Conference, J have 
iven the Reader an account of in the beginning ot my 
ooke; and in trnth, I verily choughtyou would quietly 
have kept your Opinion as private to your felf, which was 
the true reafon why I medled with your Book no fooner;&s 
{oon as it was publifhed,I took my felf bound in confcience 
to take it into Examination, and give this publike account 
of it; fince which timeGod hath we pleafed to vijic mee 


with ficknefle and infirmity ofbody, fothat fora moneth 


or fix weeks I could very little attend upon this task,and ma- 
ny other employments-have compelled me to go through ir, 
boris fucccfivis not being able to attend it many whole days 
without much interruption. Such as it is you now have it 
with you,and I make bold to fay again,! am verily per{wa- 
ded it is Geds truth which I maintain againft you,and I fear 
not my account ofthis Work in thegreat day; fave onely 
mutt ever acknowledge and bewaile thofe frailties and in- 


frmities which cleave to whatever I put my hand unto. 
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ishy yourfelfe brought into your other T 


A Brief 
EXAMINATIO 


his Exercitation 
about INFANT-BAPTISM. 


@@ Our Exercitation might very well have beer 
AN NS ie {pared in this place, tor any great advantage 
LS we it is like to bring to your caufe,but I am very 

glad ic is extant, becaufeall Learned men 


Will by itplainly difcern how mean and poor: 
umentsare, when you come pofi- 


tively to affert, they will now findethat true which I faid 


in the beginning, that your faculty is farre better in darke- 


ning, flurring, and plundering the Arguments of your Ad- 
verfary, then in making goodyour owne. You have here: 


, bongs elled a whole Jury, and would faine perfwade a ver- 
dict o 


f twelve men to ftand upon record on your fide, as 
having found Infant-Baptilme guilty of the crimes which 
you have laid eo its charge: I fhall very briefly examine: 


what every one of them have faid,and only ran them over, 
partly, 


becanfe there are lately extant two learned Treatifes 
againftit, written by Doftor Homes, and Mafter Geree, the- 
firft ofthem was publithed when Book was. almoft half 
Printed, the other finge 3 but chiefly becaufe almoft every: 
fentence in this your Exercitation whick hath any . 


you. 


which- 
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A brief Examination of Mr. Tombes his 


Paper upon the foremasofthe Jury, 2s you doe upon the 
other eleven. | 
Vaderthe head of thisfirft Argument, you have broug)t 
inno leffe then fourtcen Arguments (as you call them )ior 
the lawfulneffe of Intant-Baptifme, and then you under- 
take to anfwer them; your {elffay truly.of many of chem, 
they,make umber without: ftrength; and therefore as you 
have made acongueft of then, doe with your prifoners 
what you pleafe,tor thenr ot worth the-redeeming; 
onely this I fay,we have fix or feven of your twelve, which I 
think all the world, and your felte alio, will: grant to be ta- 
ken Prifoners by us; if you pleat we will exchange them tor 
the other, andthen imtheexchange we thall lofe nothing, 
you:s:are-ds weakeandilimpleas it is poilible 
for thofese bewhkich you havétakens and for the reft of 
the arguments brought for Pedo~Baptifme, you have pro- 
pounded then» dor; your owne advantage, fo fet them 
downe asto-make capable of the {pecious aniwers 
likenot thar'an enemy fkould 
ethe ordering af the meanesto fight. 
againit, youmule give us leave to choolt our own weapons, 
and Forcessand thén you may try your 
skillandvalour againft them. Homes hath made 
his Annetationsnpon all thé arguments ‘which youhave 
produced to your owne méthod. Mr. Géree hath 
chofen, ony onely: thofe arguments whicly carry mot evi- 


dence, and not troubled himialfe to. examine every thingsfor- 
my parts humbly-conceiwethat Infant- baptifme is not te 
be fetched fromany cre ofthelegrounds fiugly’, but is built 


you call the Examen of my Sermon, and thereis already 

ewelve Arguments, the ia noe propertyto be 
calledan Argument again ft Infant: Baprifine, but is an 
anfwer to feverall Arguments pretended to.bee broughe for 
Infant-Baptifme; and wpor this you beftow at lealt two 
third parts of your Exercitation, twice as much Inke and 


arguments (as you 
The ther fren will 


Exercitasion about 
be a fufficient medium or Argument to prove fome one & 
two of them, yet to make the evidence fall’ thefe 
nuuft not be feparated one from another, but nece ary re- 
courfe mutt be had tothemall; and ifallyour Arguments 
doe overthrow any oneof them, either the Covenants be 
ing the fame in fubftance, or infants right tothe Covenant, 
or the Lords appointing an initia]l feale bee adminiftred 
to all who are reputed belonging vo the Covenant, J thal] 
readily yeeld the caufe, as I have often told you. All the 
trouble I thal put the Reader to,about this your firft 
ment,or rather your anfwer to Arguments, thal be to point 
him to fuch placesin my book, where you have already 
preft the fame things, and I havegiven an anfwer to them, 

The firft Argument from Ges. 17. hath- 
Part 3. Se&, 152. and el{where, 
~The feeond argument taken from Baptifin fisccceding in» 
to the room of Circumcifion,and Coloff. is exa~ 
iviledges of bel 
e third argument e priviledges of beleevers un- 
der:the New Teftament, is examined, Part 3. Se&. 11,7. 
The fourth argument from AG; 2, 98. is fully examined, 
Part 3, Se&. 6. "ete OF 
‘The fifth argumens from 1 Cor, 7. 14. is examined, Part 
3. 8. | 
Thefixth argument from Afsrk 10.14, Mash. 19. hie. 
which alfo you put into feverall fhapes, is examined, Part 3: 


Se&. 15, | 
The feventh argument from 44116, and leverall o- 
ther places which {peake of baptizing of houtholds, is exa- 
mined Part 3.Sect 14. And in thefe feverall places you 
have prefled whatever is of any ream te in this your 
Exereitation, and added many other things which the rea- 
der 'thall finde to bee examined in which I have 
pointedto , befides in feverall other places of my Booke, 

call them) I fooke 
ot meddle 


arguments 


not upon as will 
them, ‘the Seriptures mentioned in them, as 
Exod. 


beene examined, 
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6,1-Pet.2..9, Ov» farreas they have. in 
consroverfie; are al(o.confidered of-here, and there in 


my Book, Reader may.oblerve.. 
. Your Argument again Infant Ba ptifme i is fetcht 
Gom Mat, 28.19. which agrees not reith va Lords infti- 


tution of Baptifine, that % defervedly doubifull But the rite 


of Infant-baptifine agrees nos Lords in iution of Ba 
Anjw. tifwe, Ergo, This argument hath received its full 
| on, Part 3, Seé&.13. and Part.4. Sect. 1. whither [ refer the 
Reader, as not willing to trouble,him with needlefle repe- 

"tition of the fame things. 

Your third Argumentis taken from, the. prattice of the 
Apottles; th 
pecs n bich put, Baptifm cannot be adminifired as Fobn 
apti st and the les “id odeini agrees not with the pra~ 
of and she Apoftles, But the tenet and prattice 
of Baptifine..cannot bee adminiftred 
a Fo. Baptift, andthe Apoftles pi Bre This 


This Argumens relates wholly to niatter of wherein 
you punyour felfetoprove cnegatives and therefore the ar- 
" gument can prove nothing, ‘unlefle you can produce;fome 


oneplace at leaft out of t ¢ Scripeure wherein it is, {aid no 


_ Infanpwasbaptized hy them; erro other then fuch; as you, 

ave mentioneds but what you have here {, about ip.is 
one deferve to bee cal» 

yet the Grftenaybe f focalled) are fully examined in 
the places abowe-mentioned the, reft..of, your 

atedowhally.ince 
them worthy. or ficto face an. Affembly of Dixinesy and ex- 
they fhould joyne their firength together to frame 
an-ainfwerto themswhen‘as I verily. thinke they may all-bee 


routed by the running ordinary © 


fourd is 


abier.the, 


from, the next 


che Baptilt, andsyns T hat tenet and 


go¢.about to prove, becaufe Jolin tod files. bapti- 
zed nonebut fuch finnesy they emes of faith 
andrepentanee in all they >: 


Py 
Arg. 2. 
“ 
~ 
“be. 
» 
] 


next-age after the 
per ay ) is manifest uf it felfe, for the miner all “7 
; and (fay you, -it Confirmed paid by 
places browghs that by continwing the por 
ties baptixed in ages following, and orber rk fr from’ Coen 
aud Ecclefcaftieall writers. 

Lantwer, Firft, to your Major, which you faiy is mani- 
felt of its felfe, Ijadge eo bee falfe , a nioft dange- 
rous pofition ‘is every tenet and p prattice doubefull' which 
be proved by hiftoricall to have béen recei+ 
védand practiced in that age, whereof we have fo few Re- 
cords? the proceflion of the holy Ghoft, the ~ 
of originall finne’, and many other 
will neither find that age nor the next How 
would ‘you have laugtiéd at futh a conclufion fet downe by 
another? ‘Arid fecondly}for Minor, anfwer'r.There 
were no Councells at alhaflembled in that agenextto the 
Apoftles,<. And 2. asforEcclefiafticall, Writers I with 

‘I beleeve you will find very few 
Wricersof credit in that age, whofe legitimate workes ‘are 
tran{mitted to pofterity? Thitdly, how do Viver and Stra- 
be know what was done in the ages next the Apoftles, when 
eldelt of ‘themlived almoft 800 years after thatage ?the 
-authority-dndskillof thefetwo men hath been fi 
‘Fourthly, I wondér how the 


ento, ‘Part't. 2. 
following the 


nov in the 


nf day hath Beene by Tonie 


Anfw, 
i 
qa 
doe 
¥ Arg. 5. 
| p force Fife a Tre 
ly, out on. bird- 
erjall practice, Foutthly, with the error off 3 
the Lords Supper and with wiany otber bumane in- 
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bere were nsany otber things 
4 Traditions, which were meer humane inventions,Ergo Infant- 


4 
» 
35 


‘bout the praGice of it that it was notuni 


A briefe examination of Mr. Tombes bir 
at all, -bbecaufe Sabbath dayes were a fhadow of things to 
in ft ind.for what you 
verfall, define 


you to remember, that 47 dutium fattoadson 
ju 


wee plead thus, fuch and fuch 
a was not obferved, 


Ergo it was nota ? 
the boyes in the Schooles would a 


ftamp and hifle at fich an 
inferenee ; fromthe of Tofbua, co the dayes of Nebe- 


miab, the children of lirael had not kepe the teaft of Ta- 
bernacles in Booths or Tents, which was about.a thoufand 
yeares; was-it therefore not their duty to have done is? 
Dr, Maylin in his Hiftory of the Sabbath, urgeth this very 
argument againit the Lords day, fuch and fuch Fathers 
upor the Lords day;ergo the Lords day not; generally obférved, 
and if it were nat shofe days, Ergo we are not 
bound to obferve it. This kind of arguing is as wilde as 
that which the Schools call, 4 beculo ad angulum , my ftaffe 
ttandsin the corner, Ergo it will rain to morrow morning. 


Yourlafi Exception under ehis fourth jar 


gument 3s 


ifm, which went under the namic of a Tradition is alfo a 


Shall I thew the natural] face of this 


argument in aglaffe ; fuch and fuch men who went under 
the name of men were knaves ;, Ergo all that gec 
Gander the name of honeft men areknaves. Ic is ruc, many 

went in thole dayes under the name of Traditions, 
werebat humane inventions , and it is as true that 
faith, and ether divine infitutions went in 
the under the name of Traditions, as I have made 


‘art 1, Sett. 2. Youfee what a 
this would prove 


poore argument 
although your mixer were truc , though — 


we reject: and as f the of the prattes of 


AM 


a 
: 4 
J 
a 


Infant-Bapts{me. 
it both in the Greek and Latin Churches I Have. 
cleared it from all Objetions you make againit it: and-you 


out of all your reading have not been able to produce one ofthe — 
fromibe | One indeed 
| ~One or two you Dri 
vifed the ing Infant-Baptilm, as they did eshelier 
tifme: of ‘men ;and:fome examples you produce 
of thechildren of Chriftians not baptized (as you 
their Infancy; -toall which I have at Part.1. 
their giving the Londs 


Supperunto Infants,I havedenyed, ;and: (hall doe itill, 
you bring fome evidence for it, that there was any fuch uni- 
verfall practife, indeed in the Afriean Churches, that. errouc. 
did obtain in th cad Auftin, bus-I findene 
fuch general practice of it; howeves'the Argument ‘follows 
not, That it was their errorite give Infants she Lords Supper, 
g0 it wa their error tobuptize Infants, OF} .¢ 
~~ Your fixth runs thus3 
many bumane inventions , partly by which Infant-Baptifme it 
Selfe'may bee underpropt partly. the in she, of the, 
Church fupplyed that ie defervedly danhifull Bast. thematter 


Py 


fo in she bufineffc of Infants Baptifme: and here you being in’ 
sitne ffes in Baptifme, Epifcopall confirmation, the, reformed wni- 
on by examination, confeffion, before receiving she, Lords Supper,. 
Chureh-Covenam before the admifien. of Ghurchemembers inte, 
‘Lanfwer briefly, if by occafiomed you meane that Infane- 
Baptifme hath ex natura rei given occalion t6 thele thifiges, 
I deny your minor, Infane-Baptifme is no moré@ an occa-: 
fion of thefethingsin the Chriltian Church, then circum 


welkiftand, anddoth,, 


353 
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| 
| 
Arg. 6. 
cifing ot Infanes was.an & ake ir ne 
Church ; Infane-Bapeifme may. 
mfucit as:might. bed ini ule so: men 
Infancy : but if by. secaftered you - 
to Kk3 


majors there is {carfe any commonplace in thebody of Di, 


ofiPopery, the famte.men 


Ofiamder acenfiteg the Mibitigeniés confemsing wish abe 


itsventions donbifull,' then I. deny yous 


vinity but hath occafioned: humane :inwentions, :the Lords 
thence 


exbommuinication, feparati- 
on; ‘conclude. site bonds 


hath ercoucs;> many, 
ire dileipline, . divine «worthips: and! conn 
verfation of men, together with’ dif- 
foltering ‘contention Autipadobap- 
thatpat onely in :thetmajor 
by certaine rile, 
very heartily bég théqueltion. 
is franred this but in. the mid{t. 
oppofed invocation. 
for rhe dead, and. 

baptizing of Infants, and: yon-brings 

as: you calk him) and 
asainft: Pererdé Brus. alfo.a paflage; 


nT ouwhioh I 


Of, prayer) 


ranches or fo mahy repetitions of your fixtl 
| Nepuniens; pdfiBly you have -thusditided them that: you 
Any, 
Atg.t0. 
a 
the lafti 
T 


under 
on Out of ertudize,and 
Greyary N azianzen hath beene fully confidered of) 
Youreleventh Argamentt thus afferters of Infant-bap- 
‘tifme little agree among themfelves upon what foundation to build Infant» 
‘baptifme: fome ‘from sniver{alitie of divinegrace, fome from ne- 
eeffitie of Bapsifme to falvationfome from the promi/é of the fieretivs, 
fome from the faith of te ‘Infants, fome from the fatth of the:next 
parents, Ergo, What ? what conclafion can you make from this : 
The Antipedobaprifts reje&tthe Baptifme of Infants upon feverall 
grounds :fome becaufe Infants have mo finne, fome Roca they 
have no more to doe with the Covenant of grace, then the Infants 
of Turkes; fome becaufe Infants are not capable of grace, fome 
becaufe they are unbeleevers, fome becaufé we cannot‘know 
ther they have grace or no, will you therefore fay Antipzdobap- 
tifmeis to bee rejected? So for the Lords day,fome pleade it 
ene ground, others reject that ground, ahdplead icupon/another, 
have therefore none of then: hic upon’ a right ground >the like 
may bee faid of many-other points borh*of faith and: praGil 
Chrittianitie; the utmoft ‘that can bee’ colleéted ‘frony miens 
different grounds in pleading for tach orfirch'a truth is, that 
God hath not fo cleare as pofirble he hath done 
otherswvherein there is a greater’ confent:but to colle& that: there- 
‘fore theopinionisto be rejeétedyisa ftrange donfequencedadd far+ 
ther that almoft all;‘both ancient and moderve,doe agree inn the 


confeflions ; as 


argument from which neceflarilyinn 


our , 
our Sacrament of Baptifine 20 be the 
‘fame with theirs of Circumeifion asto the ufeof:an initiall Seale.” 
+» ¥our twelfth and laft‘Argunient ‘whicl' brings up».yourreere, 
which you calla weighty reafon;rans thus: Beeaufé Infame-B apsi/me 


the Baptift endatherPallaces ia the New Teftament, which put 


y 


Covenant tobe the fame with theirs,our Infants right 


Ag 


to rake the primary endof Baptifme, vie. that 
fhomld bee fogne that the baptized bimfelfe a Dijciple, and confeffe 
te faith in mbich bee bath becnin fryttedy, and this you prove from i 


of Saints, &c: did not oppofe baptifine Of. : De renigarists 
the Albingenies, Wickiwites,’ Haffiter', and’ y¢hersiare 
indeed {landered by fomie of their wdverfariés; as if theysdepvec 
Infant-baptifme, but are cleared out of their owne 
Arg. If. 
An{w. | 
r 


1 
¢ 


jn the inttiating-of Profelytes, and bence you 
nat onely confirme benifit, but fignifies alfo profefion 


tbe, anfwer: This-Argamenthow weightie foever it 


_beesis:biit 2 branch taken from your fecond argument out of 4/41. 
\a8.andfrom yourthird asgument fromthe practife’ of and 
Obfsilts Apoftles, and:is but Grambeiot) what you have often 


before, and hath received its full anfwer,Part3. 13. and 
Part 


4.Se6 1.andLadde further,that even that which your felfe 
here {ets downe,gives a full anfwer to -_ own Argument, for . 
you faychat 4 Sacramcot, is not only a vifible figne of an invifible grace, 
or appointed to fignifie only a divine benefit but it likewife ferues to frynitie 
bia’ dusie who receives the Sacrament:|t fynifies aprofeffion made,ar well 
confirmes benefit ;,fordothicnecthence neceffarily follow that 
the Infants of the Jewesmadeby their Circumcifion a profeili- 
on, ab well,as received the figne of abenefit? and that therefore 
the Baptizing of Infants doth not fruftrate thatend of initiating — 
them to ber Difciples ot Profeffors? Andchat ‘which you adde of 
the ufe of Baptifme in the initiating of Profelytes into the pro- 
feflion’ of Judailine, is as full tothe purpofe asean bee to prove 
what afarme: for’ wee know from all the Authors who write 
about: it chat Infants aswell a3 growne men: were initiated into 
the profeflion,of Judaifine 
laft place you fhutap your Exercitation with « difcourfe 
about the Devils indenting with winebes to renounee their Baptifine, 
os if forme world hence argue that Infant-Baptifme ia good, becaufe the 
Devil bave them renounce it: butyeus who it feemes know the 
Devillsmindin it, fay shetrae reafon why hee requires witches te re- 
their Baptifme, ‘i :not became the Bapti(me is good 19 refpett 
of the adminiftrativn of its but becanfe she faith mentioned in the forme 
Jam fo little ‘acquainted with 
evills 


praftife' in fee {0 litcle- of Argument 
orapainitt Infane-Baptifmefrom eDevill 
and the witoh,that Lintend not to meddle with this A 


rgumient 
detche. from hell, 1 reft contented with thofe which I find in the 


\i 


sword 2i ds bres FIN? 
| 


= 

4 

$ 

? 

4 

 — 


A Tableof: aa 


7 aterialbthi 


mo more mixt then with | 


Adeodatus mby ge baptized 


mists, 


ow and Tore 


Aretius 


— 


Achanafias 


Authors cited or 
in 


Ke «i 


‘2 Pe 


Codemant with bin | 


feed VOD. werd] 


30 


Chriftianity bow 


HOU GS. 


Succeeds Cir p. 
palma 
yne $01 52635 
| f 


he, 
sheir 


in Matth. 
| grace 4 me fighe, 

| Antiquity of it vin — 


| fo ancient ait, p 


b 
grace,p.232, 


21,4 
wiloly” 


é ative inberent net | inventiunt, 


| 

Jubine 


Capable the 


| ec. wry be [sid to bee beleevers, 
Dis, P. 24,45-: | per. 
The Greek Ghurch it, p.32. 
| 
§ | Gyprian,z. By 
| fine,p; 43 
How it incaled raduiot p: 44. | 
4 ine 3 Why ten mentioned ins C onncels before 


» 


The Table, 


ompar ifon between sgh Tombes birway of of reafening,p. 3, 
$3, 124. 134. infil charges 
Lords Supper not eaten by unbaptized | fore may be fa- 
perfons, p. by Infams,p.240. | ved out of the communion of the viz —- 
N He jones with 


ation when it ri {70 
Neoczfarean Cexncell | to bave Infante p 
30,31. O makes the Covensm 
Origen vindicated, ps $515, MG; 
foe 2 10, 


childrex 


Photius Putriar-b, p. 33+ 


Vines 


Q.. 
Quefti ions put te the baptised dif- 


Selden, p.170- 


Strabo ex 

Sacrament whit it fe 

and conditicnally,37- 

Seales, p- 20]. 

firing themp.2 33. bom 
from 

| "193,203. 


| 
| 
milters to 
bis 
4 
| 
ate bay Circumeifed in the men, 
admini- 
| fed they could mot 
ours affertr, 96. 


“alder, T 


hie as 28. ‘J 


2 
Sol. 3 
> P. 17 w 
$.0. 


Ae > 


o 
? ~ 
= 
bed 
4 
4 
= 
19 
Oc 
> 
a 
| 
| 
- 


4 
4 
an 
> 
4 
{ 
" 


